Current  historical  writings  dealing 
with  matters  related  to  the  Third  Reich 
paint  a  bleak  picture.  This  applies  espe¬ 
cially  to  writings  that  deal  with  the  Jewish 
ethnic  group.  To  this  day  there  are  still 
accounts  of  the  Jewish  emigration  that 
depict  it  as  some  kind  of  clandestine  opera¬ 
tion  -  as  if  the  Jews  who  wished  to  leave 
Germany  had  to  sneak  over  the  borders  in 
defiance  of  the  German  authorities,  leaving  all  their  possessions 
and  wealth  behind. 

The  truth  is  that  the  emigration  was  welcomed  by  the 
German  authorities,  and  frequently  occurred  under  a  constantly 
increasing  pressure.  Emigration  was  not  some  kind  of  wild 
flight,  but  rather  a  lawfully  determined  and  regulated  matter. 
Weckert’s  booklet  elucidates  the  emigration  process  in  law  and 
policy,  thereby  augmenting  the  traditionally  received  picture  of 
Jewish  emigration  from  Germany. 

German  and  Jewish  authorities  worked  closely  together  on 
this  emigration.  Jews  interested  in  emigrating  received  detailed 
advice  and  offers  of  help  from  both  sides.  The  accounts  of  Jews 
fleeing  Germany  in  secret  by  night  across  some  border  are  unten¬ 
able.  On  the  contrary,  the  German  government  was  interested  in 
getting  rid  of  its  Jews.  It  would  have  been  senseless  to  prevent 
such  an  emigration. 
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Introduction 


Current  historical  writings  dealing  with  matters  re¬ 
lated  to  the  Third  Reich  paint  a  bleak  picture.  But  such  his¬ 
toriography  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  depiction  of  actual 
historical  events.  This  applies  especially  to  writings  that 
deal  with  the  Jewish  ethnic  group.  The  emigration  of  Jews 
from  Germany  is  an  example  of  such  historical  distortion. 

To  this  day  there  are  still  accounts  of  the  Jewish  emi¬ 
gration  that  depict  it  as  some  kind  of  clandestine  operation  - 
as  if  the  Jews  who  wished  to  leave  Germany  had  to  sneak 
over  the  borders  in  defiance  of  the  German  authorities,  leav¬ 
ing  all  their  possessions  and  wealth  behind.  Or  as  if  certain 
routes  out  of  Germany  were  ‘inside  knowledge’  not  avail¬ 
able  to  all  Jews.  In  other  accounts  the  emphasis  is  on  Ger¬ 
many  offering  exit  visas  for  a  high  price.  There  is  no  limit 
either  to  the  inventive  powers  or  to  the  stupidity  of  their  au¬ 
thors. 

The  truth  is  that  the  emigration  was  welcomed  by  the 
German  authorities,  and  frequently  occurred  under  a  con¬ 
stantly  increasing  pressure.  The  anti-Semitic  legislation  of 
the  Third  Reich  is  an  undisputed  fact  in  this  emigration 
story.  Likewise,  the  psychological  pressure  that  Jews  in 
Germany  came  to  experience  after  1933  is  not  trivialized 
here;  it  was  often  tragic  for  individuals  and  families.  But 
this  tragedy  has  already  entered  the  public  consciousness 
through  countless  publications,  in  radio  and  television  pro¬ 
grams.  We  needn’t  recapitulate  it  here. 
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However,  counter  to  numerous  eyewitness  or  auto¬ 
biographical  accounts,  the  following  needs  to  be  insisted 
on:  Emigration  was  not  some  kind  of  wild  flight,  but  rather 
a  lawfully  determined  and  regulated  matter. 

The  purpose  of  this  work  is  to  elucidate  the  emigra¬ 
tion  process  in  law  and  policy,  thereby  augmenting  the  tra¬ 
ditionally  received  picture  of  Jewish  emigration  from  Ger¬ 
many. 

German  and  Jewish  authorities  worked  closely  to¬ 
gether  on  this  emigration.  Jews  interested  in  emigrating  re¬ 
ceived  detailed  advice  and  offers  of  help  from  both  sides. 
The  accounts  of  Jews  fleeing  Germany  in  secret  by  night 
across  some  border  are  untenable.  On  the  contrary,  the 
German  government  was  interested  in  getting  rid  of  its 
Jews.  It  would  have  been  senseless  to  prevent  such  an  emi¬ 
gration. 


1.  The  Jewish  “Declaration  of  War” 


After  Adolf  Hitler  was  elected  Reich  chancellor  on 
January  30,  1933,  and  the  subsequent  assumption  of  power 
by  the  National  Socialist  party,  the  majority  of  Germany’s 
500,000  Jews  did  not  anticipate  any  significant  change  in 
their  situation. 

At  most  they  expected  temporary  hindrances  in  one 
area  or  the  other,  but  not  exclusion  from  public  life,  let 
alone  expulsion  from  Germany.  Thus  only  politically  moti¬ 
vated  individuals  packed  their  bags  and  resettled  in  a  for¬ 
eign  country,  most  of  them  believing  that  sooner  or  later 
they  would  return  to  Germany. 

On  March  24,  1933,  two  months  after  the  National 
Socialists  took  power,  “  World  Jewry,"  as  it  referred  to  it¬ 
self,  declared  war  on  Germany.1  As  World  Jewry  did  not 
have  its  own  state,  it  used  the  power  at  its  disposal,  namely 
its  influence  on  the  world  economy,  to  impose  a  world-wide 
boycott  of  Germany. 

After  this  spectacular  declaration,  which  appeared  in 
the  London  Daily  Express,  it  should  have  been  obvious  to 
World  Jewry,  and  also  to  Jews  living  in  Germany,  that  there 
would  be  consequences.  No  country  in  the  world  with  any 
self-respect  -  and  Germany  at  that  time  regarded  itself  quite 


There  was  actually  a  whole  series  of  such  declarations  of  war,  c.f. 
Hartmut  Stem:  Jiidische  Kriegserkldrungen  an  Deutschland. 


10 


Ingrid  Weckert:  Jewish  Emigration  from  the  Third  Reich 


favorably  -  can  ignore  such  a  challenge.  And  in  fact  the 
boycott  hit  Germany  at  its  weakest  point. 

The  economic  situation  was  catastrophic.  Over  6  mil¬ 
lion  unemployed,  countless  bankrupt  enterprises,  a  col¬ 
lapsed  economic  system  posed  for  the  new  German  gov¬ 
ernment  an  almost  insurmountable  burden  and  seemingly 
insoluble  tasks.  On  top  of  all  that,  the  foreign  boycott  of  its 
goods  should  have  dealt  Germany  a  death  blow.  That  it  did 
not,  that  on  the  contrary  Germany’s  economy  recovered 
with  astounding  rapidity,  thereby  setting  an  example  for 
other  countries,  was  due  entirely  to  the  genius  of  its  leader¬ 
ship.  This  is  confirmed  not  only  by  contemporary  reports, 
but  also  by  recent  studies  devoted  to  presenting  the  facts.  Of 
these,  the  two  chapters  devoted  to  Germany’s  economic  re¬ 
covery  in  Rainer  Zitelmann’s  Hitler  are  most  instructive.2 


Rainer  Zitelmann:  Hitler.  Selbstverstandnis  eines  Revolutiondrs,  in 
particular  Chapter  IV  and  V. 
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2.  Jews  in  Germany 


One  of  the  consequences  that  flowed  from  the  an¬ 
tagonistic  attitude  of  so-called  World  Jewry  was  the  Ger¬ 
man  government’s  endeavor  to  remove  Jewish  citizens,  to 
encourage  them  to  emigrate. 

For  the  German  Jews  this  was  a  tragic  development: 
Regardless  of  the  fact  that  “World  Jewry”  had  declared  war 
on  Germany,  for  hundreds  of  thousands  of  them  Germany 
was  home.  Most  of  them  had  lived  in  Germany  for  genera¬ 
tions.  At  first  emigration  was  not  a  feasible  alternative,  and 
for  a  long  time  many  could  not  take  that  decisive  step. 

Among  the  German  Jews  there  were  numerous  groups 
and  sub-groups,  representing  a  multitude  of  differing  politi¬ 
cal  opinions.  Besides  purely  religious  organizations,  there 
flourished  very  diverse  associations,  often  with  opposing 
viewpoints  on  various  questions. 

The  four  largest  Jewish  organizations  were: 

The  Central  Union  of  German  Citizens  of  Jewish 
Faith  (CV),  which  was  formed  in  1893.  Later  the  organiza¬ 
tion  was  renamed  the  Central  Union  of  Jews  in  Germany. 
Membership  numbered  about  10,000.  Its  political  voice  was 
the  C.  V-Zeitung. 

The  Zionist  Union  of  Germany  (ZYfD),  founded  in 
1897,  with  up  to  10,000  members.  It  published  the  Judische 
Rundschau  (Jewish  Review). 

In  1925  this  Zionist  union  split  and  the  New  Zionist 
Movement  arose;  they  also  called  themselves  the  Revision- 
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ists  or  State  Zionists.  The  name  State  Zionists  indicated 
their  desire  for  a  Jewish  state.  The  founder  and  leader  of  the 
Revisionists  was  Vladimir  Jabotinsky.  His  deputy  in  Ger¬ 
many  was  Georg  Kareski. 

The  Reich  Federation  of  Jewish  Soldiers  (RjF)  was 
founded  in  1919  and  had  about  10,000  members.  It  pub¬ 
lished  a  newspaper,  Der  Schild  (The  Shield). 

The  Union  of  National  German  Jews  (VNJ)  was 
founded  in  1921,  and  had  about  10,000  members.  Its  news¬ 
paper  was  the  Nationaldeutsche  Jude  (National  German 
Jew). 

In  order  to  represent  Jewish  interests  more  effectively 
an  umbrella  organization  was  formed,  the  Reich  Deputies  of 
German  Jews  (RV).  In  1939  it  changed  its  name  to  the 
Reich  Association  of  Jews  in  Germany.  The  VNJ,  however, 
refused  to  join  this  umbrella  organization. 

In  spite  of  these  differences,  two  basic  directions 
emerge:  one  in  which  Germanism  was  the  top  priority  and 
Judaism  was  a  religious  matter;  the  other  in  which  a  con¬ 
sciousness  of  belonging  to  a  separate,  Jewish  nation  was 
combined  with  the  Jewish  religion.  The  second  of  these  two 
groups  comprised  the  Zionists,  who  were  a  minority  among 
German  Jews  but  in  time  became  the  most  influential  force. 

The  majority  of  Germany’s  Jews  had  been  settled 
there  for  over  a  century.  The  Jewish  Edict  of  1812  elimi¬ 
nated  all  legal  restrictions  and  gave  Jews  the  same  political 
rights  as  other  Germans.  They  thus  saw  themselves  as  Ger¬ 
mans,  not  aliens.  In  the  first  few  years  after  1933,  this  at¬ 
tachment  to  Germany  led  not  only  to  declarations  of  support 
for  their  German  fatherland  and  the  National  Socialist 
movement,  but  also  to  open  antagonism  toward  the  Zionists, 
who  pressed  for  emigration  with  growing  fervor. 
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At  first  even  the  Zionist  Jiidische  Rundschau  of  April 
13,  1933,  declared: 

“The  German  people  must  know  that  the  historical 
ties  of  centuries  cannot  simply  be  severed.  ” 

A  little  later,  on  August  29,  1933,  the  same  newspaper 
wrote: 

“We  believe  that  the  German  Jews  must  find  their 
place  and  their  integration  in  this  state,  and  we  hope  that 
it  will  occur  in  harmony  with  the  basic  principles  of  the 
new  state.  ” 

Even  after  the  ‘Nuremberg  Laws’,  on  September  9, 
1935,  the  Jiidische  Rundschau  wrote  that  it  was  now  the 
task  of  Jews  to  develop  their  special  status  within  the  Ger¬ 
man  people  in  a  positive  way. 

Several  quotations  that  document  how  closely  Jewish 
citizens  identified  with  Germany  in  those  years  follow  be¬ 
low.  This  is  not  to  suggest  that  the  majority  of  Jews  did  not 
adopt  an  attitude  of  distrust  or  rejection  of  the  National  So¬ 
cialist  government.  But  there  were  other  points  of  view  as 
well,  that  are  generally  suppressed  today. 

The  first  article  of  the  constitution  of  Union  of  Na¬ 
tional  German  Jews  (VNJ)  states:3 

“The  VNJ  is  an  organization  of  Germans  of  Jewish 
ancestry  who  publicly  declare  that  they  feel  their  heri¬ 
tage  is  the  German  spirit  and  German  culture,  so  that 
they  can  only  feel  and  think  as  Germans.  ” 

Dr.  Max  Naumann,  the  chairman  of  the  VNJ,  had 
published  numerous  essays  about  the  Jewish  question  a 
decade  earlier,  in  1920  and  1924,  i.e.,  long  before  the  rise  of 
National  Socialism.  He  took  the  following  position  in  these 


Ref.  in  Herrmann,  p.  74. 
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writings:  He  differentiates  between  “ German  Jews ”  and 
“foreign  Jews ”,  stating: 

“The  German  Jews  belong  to  the  German  people, 
the  foreign  Jews  scattered  to  the  winds  are  a  people 
without  a  country  -  even  the  English  Palestine  is  not 
their  country  and  will  never  be  their  country.  ” 

He  defines  the  foreign  Jews  as  a  group  marked  by: 

“the  fanatical  attachment  to  backwardness  [...] 
through  the  madness  of  being  a  community  of  the  chosen 
and  a  problem  for  others.  ” 

He  considers  the  Zionists  to  be  among  “foreign 
Jews”.  Here  again,  he  chooses  between  two  groups.  The 
“honest  and  upright  thinking  Zionists  ”  are  those  who  rec¬ 
ognize  their  difference  and  are  prepared  to  live  in  Germany 
as  foreigners,  if  need  be  under  legal  constraints  as  aliens. 
But  those  who  neither  belong  to  the  “German  Jews  ”  nor  to 
the  conscious  Zionists,  are:4 

“the  remainder  that  deserves  to  perish.  It  is  better 
that  a  few  rootless  perish  than  that  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  of  people  who  know  where  they  belong,  perish  - 
our  German  people  must  not  perish.  ” 

It  is  possible  to  claim  that  this  was  one  man’s  opinion, 
but  Dr.  Naumann  was  re-elected  chairman  of  the  Union  of 
National  German  Jews  year  after  year.  That  would  not  have 
been  possible  had  the  Union  sought  to  distance  itself  from 
Dr.  Naumann’ s  views.  So  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  there  was 
a  group  of  Jews  who  shared  this  extreme  view  of  their  Jew¬ 
ishness. 

As  noted  above,  the  Union  of  National  German  Jews 
refused  to  join  the  organization  that  comprised  the  other 


Ref.  Hermann,  p.  30. 
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major  Jewish  groups.  Its  members  felt  so  German  that  they 
saw  no  need  to  join  a  Jewish  umbrella  organization. 

Even  more  radical  was  the  attitude  of  a  German  na¬ 
tional  youth  group,  the  Black  Banner.  It  dissolved  itself  in 
1934  after  a  number  of  its  members  left  Judaism  in  order,  as 
the  official  declaration  states,  to  demonstrate  “ complete 
separation  from  Judaism  in  every  form.”5 6 

These  national  German  Jews  expressed  a  number  of 
positive  opinions  on  Germanism  and  National  Socialism  as 
well. 

In  1931  the  magazine  Der  Nationaldeutsche  Jude 
posed  the  question:  “Can  Jews  Be  National  Socialists?,” 
and  the  answer  was  a  unanimous  yes.  In  its  January  1931  is¬ 
sue,  the  magazine  wrote: 

“Did  not  we  Jews  shed  our  blood  on  the  battle¬ 
fields  for  Germany?  Was  not  a  Jew  the  president  of  the 
first  German  Parliament  in  the  Paulskirche ?[6]  Was  not 
the  founder  of  the  conservative  party  a  Jew?  Whom  do 
the  parties  thank  for  having  adopted  the  rallying  cry  for 
a  united  Fatherland,  their  creation  and  their  organiza¬ 
tion?  The  Jews!  Who  was  the  first  precisely  and  clearly 
to  formulate  the  demands  that  today  are  the  main  points 
of  the  National  Socialist  Program?  A  Jew  -  Walter 
Rathenau.  ” 

In  May  1933,  after  Hitler  assumed  power,  the  same 
magazine  wrote  in  a  special  edition: 


5  Herrmann,  p.  41. 

6  This  is  an  error.  The  president  of  the  first  German  parliament  in  the 
Frankfurt  Paulskirche  was  Heinrich  Freiherr  von  Gaggem.  He  be¬ 
longed  to  an  old  aristocratic  family  from  Rugen  which  goes  back  to 
the  13th  century.  Most  probably  the  writer  of  this  article  mixed  up 
Gaggem  with  Martin  Eduard  von  Simson,  a  converted  Jew,  who  in 
1871  was  the  first  president  of  the  Reichstag. 
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“The  Germany  of  the  future  is  faced  with  com¬ 
pletely  new  tasks,  which  can  only  be  solved  by  a  nation 
renewed  at  its  foundation.  To  create  this  nation  in  the 
form  of  a  national  community  that  has  never  before  ex¬ 
isted  in  Germany 's  history,  is  the  major  and,  if  properly 
undertaken,  truly  liberating  task  of  the  national  leader.  ” 
In  1934  VNJ’s  Dr.  Max  Naumann  declared: 7 

“We  have  placed  the  well-being  of  the  German 
peoples  and  the  Fatherland,  to  which  we  feel  inextrica¬ 
bly  linked,  above  our  own  well-being.  That  is  why  we 
welcomed  the  January  1933  national  uprising,  this  in 
spite  of  the  hardships  it  brought  for  us,  but  we  saw  in  it 
the  only  means  with  which  to  overcome  the  damage 
wrought  by  un-German  elements  during  those  14  tragic 
years.  ” 

An  orthodox  rabbi  from  Ansbach  wrote  in  the  same 

year:8 

“I  reject  the  teachings  of  Marxism  from  a  Jewish 
viewpoint  and  profess  National  Socialism,  naturally 
without  its  anti-Semitic  components.  Without  this  anti- 
Semitism  National  Socialism  would  find  its  most  devoted 
adherents  amongst  the  orthodox  Jews.  ” 

As  stated  earlier,  these  views  were  not  that  of  the  Jew¬ 
ish  majority,  but  they  were  expressed  in  the  media  -  an  atti¬ 
tude,  by  the  way,  that  the  National  Socialists  did  not  appre¬ 
ciate.  They  did  not  want  any  support  for  their  ideas  from 
Jewish  citizens;  they  wanted  the  Jews  to  disappear  from 
Germany. 

The  National  Socialist  attitude  corresponded  in  prin¬ 
ciple  to  the  Zionist  position.  They  wished  to  establish  a  na- 


7  Ref.  Hermann,  p.  22. 

8  Ref.  Hartmann,  p.  3. 
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tional  Judaism  and  thus  opposed  any  inner  Jewish  attach¬ 
ment  to  anything  German.  But  they  approved  of  National 
Socialism  because  they  shared  its  basic  tenet:  devotion  to 
one’s  own  people  and  state. 

In  December  1935  George  Kareski,  the  chairman  of 
the  German  State  Zionists,  was  interviewed  on  the  Nurem¬ 
berg  Laws  by  Goebbels’s  magazine  Der  Angriff .  His  views 
on  how  various  questions  arising  from  the  legislation  had 
been  dealt  with  were  quite  positive.  Kareski  said  that  the 
Nuremberg  Laws  fulfilled  old  Jewish  demands.  For  exam¬ 
ple,  the  separation  of  German  and  Jewish  nationality,  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  schools  for  Jewish  students  only,  nurturing 
and  supporting  a  specific  Jewish  culture,  and  above  all  the 
state  prohibition  of  mixed  marriages,  which  in  any  case 
Jewish  law  did  not  permit.  9 

The  Kareski  interview  aroused  controversy  in  Jewish 
circles,  but  Kareski  received  support  from  orthodox  Jews 
and  more  so  from  Zionist  groups. 


9  Der  Angriff,  December  23,  1935.  The  text  is  reproduced  in  Udo  Wa- 
lendy:  “Aspekte  judischen  Lebens  im  Dritten  Reich ”  Part  1,  Histori- 
sche  Tatsachen,  No.  61,  Vlotho  1993,  pp.  17f. 
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3.  Emigration 


For  the  Zionists  the  only  viable  future  was  in  their 
own  country,  the  former  Palestine.  But  even  for  them  it  was 
unimaginable  that  all  Jews  would  leave  Germany.  They 
wanted  to  win  over  the  younger  Jews  for  emigration  so  that 
they  could  do  the  heavy  work  in  Palestine.  In  order  to  bring 
this  about  they  realized  that  working  together  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Socialists  was  the  only  alternative  for  their  organiza¬ 
tions.  And  that  is  what  happened.  Over  the  following  years 
an  ever  closer  positive  relationship  with  the  National  So¬ 
cialists  developed  among  those  Jews  who  wished  to  immi¬ 
grate  to  Palestine. 

German  institutions  were  desirous  of  concluding  the 
emigration  as  quickly  as  possible.  As  noted  earlier,  the  Jew¬ 
ish  groups  and  organizations  realized  the  necessity  of  emi¬ 
gration  only  gradually. 

There  were  three  Jewish  emigration  agencies  which 
had  in  part  operated  in  Berlin  since  the  beginning  of  the 
century. 

The  Hilfsverein  fur  deutsche  Juden  was  responsible 
for  emigration  to  all  parts  of  the  world  except  Palestine.  It 
maintained  agents  in  foreign  countries  who  investigated  the 
possibilities  of  immigration  and  settlement,  i.e.,  accommo¬ 
dating  German  Jews  and  establishing  contact  with  local 
Jewish  organizations,  thereby  making  it  easier  for  the  im¬ 
migrants  to  settle  down. 


20 


Ingrid  Weckert:  Jewish  Emigration  from  the  Third  Reich 


The  Palestine  Office  ( Paldstinaamt )  concerned  itself 
with  the  “ Aliy  ah"  -  literally:  ascending  -  meaning  the  as¬ 
cent  to  Jerusalem,  synonymous  for  immigration  to  Pales¬ 
tine.  Its  ‘clients’  were  above  all  young  Jews  who  were  suit¬ 
able  for  the  hard  physical  labor  that  settlement  in  Palestine 
brought  with  it. 

A  third  institution  was  the  Main  Office  for  Jewish 
Migration  Welfare  {Hauptstelle  fur  judische  Wanderfur- 
sorge ).  Initially  this  agency  concerned  itself  with  Jews  who 
were  traveling  in  Germany.  Later  this  organization  con¬ 
cerned  itself  with  caring  for  and  resettling  non-German 
Jews.10 

The  National  Socialist  government  attempted  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  emigration  of  its  unwanted  Jewish  citizens.  Two 
principal  agreements  were  used  by  the  state  to  regulate  emi¬ 
gration:  the  “ Haavara ”  and  the  “ Rublee-Wohlthat .”  The 
Haavara  Agreement  was  in  force  from  1933  until  1941  and 
concerned  emigration  to  Palestine.  This  agreement  is  now 
regularly  mentioned  in  the  relevant  literature.  In  1972  the 
former  director  of  the  Haavara  Agreement,  Werner  Feil- 
chenfeld,  self-published  a  brochure  which  has  obviously  not 
been  read  by  most  people  who  write  about  the  Haavara; 
otherwise  they  might  not  write  so  much  nonsense  about  it. 

The  Rublee-Wohlthat  agreement,  on  the  other  hand, 
generally  falls  under  the  historical  blackout.11 


10  This  relief  organization  was  founded  in  1901,  and  in  1904  it  estab¬ 
lished  its  migration  section.  In  1917  the  headquarters  for  Jewish 
Travelers  Aid  was  established;  the  Paldstinaamt  der  Zionistischen 
Vereinigungfiir  Deutschland  was  established  during  the  1920s. 

11  The  original  English  text  has  been  published  only  in:  I.  Weckert, 
Flashpoint  (Feuerzeichen),  pp.  145-148.  A  German  translation  is 
found  in  Feuerzeichen,  pp.  275-281. 
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It  covered  the  majority  of  emigrating  Jews,  all  those 
who  did  not  go  to  Palestine,  but  to  other  European  countries 
or  overseas  countries.  That  was  about  two-thirds  of  all  mi¬ 
grants.  Unfortunately  this  agreement  operated  for  only  eight 
months;  then  war  broke  out  and  regulated  emigration  came 
to  a  stop.  We  note  this  point  here  because  it  makes  clear  the 
intentions  of  the  German  government,  which  were  far  re¬ 
moved  from  the  ‘extermination  of  the  Jews’. 
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4.  Haavara 


In  February  1933  Palestinian  representatives  of  the 
citrus-growing  company  Hanotea  Ltd.  approached  the  Ger¬ 
man  government  to  explore  ways  of  realizing  their  mutual 
interests:  for  the  Germans,  the  emigration  of  Jews;  for  the 
Jewish  Palestinians,  the  immigration  of  Jews.  The  Jewish 
side  attempted  to  get  advantageous  emigration  conditions 
that  would  benefit  Palestine.  The  German  authorities  ac¬ 
cepted  the  Jewish  proposals,  and  in  May  1933  the  first  ac¬ 
cords  on  economic  policy  were  signed.  These  formed  the 
basis  of  the  Haavara  Agreement.  The  word  Haavara  (Ha¬ 
avara,  with  emphasis  on  the  last  syllable)  is  Hebrew  for 
‘transfer’,  i.e.,  to  transport/transfer,  in  this  case  the  transfer 
of  wealth  and  goods.  It  is  by  this  Hebrew  name  that  the 
agreement  became  known  in  German  files.  12 

The  Haavara  provided  for  the  following  arrangement: 
Jews  who  wished  to  migrate  to  Palestine  could  deposit  their 
money  into  one  or  more  accounts  of  Jewish  banks  in  Ger¬ 
many.  They  could  make  such  deposits  even  if  they  re¬ 
mained  in  Germany  in  the  foreseeable  future,  i.e.,  even  if 
they  had  merely  the  intention  of  emigrating  from  Germany. 
They  could  then  use  this  money  for  the  benefit  of  any  Jew- 


Circular  54/33  of  the  Reich  Economic  Ministry  of  August  28,  1933, 
Political  Archive  of  Foreign  Affairs  (PA/AA),  special  W,  Financial 
planning  16,  vol  2.  The  text  of  the  Haavara  Agreement  is  reproduced 
in:  Weckert,  I,  Feuerzeichen,  pp.  219  f. 
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ish  settlers  already  in  Palestine,  or  they  could  invest  the 
money  in  Palestine.  They  were  also  able  to  pay  their  medi¬ 
cal  insurance  out  of  this  money,  up  to  ten  years  in  advance. 
German  Jews  thereby  received  rights  that  German  Reich 
citizens  did  not  enjoy.  Feilchenfeld  wrote:13 

“Preparations  for  a  home  in  Palestine  for  those 
still  in  Germany  were  a  breakthrough  as  regards  the 
currency  controls  prohibition  that  applied  to  Germans 
investing  overseas.  ” 

A  traveler’s  credit  agreement,  in  cooperation  with  a 
travel  agency  in  Tel  Aviv,  was  built  into  the  Haavara 
Agreement;  it  enabled  prospective  German  Jews  to  journey 
to  Palestine  to  find  out  what  opportunities  the  country  of¬ 
fered.  They  paid  their  expenses  in  Reichsmarks,  and  in  Pal¬ 
estine  received  vouchers  for  all  incurred  costs.  This  as  well 
was  an  exceptional  provision:  Due  to  strict  foreign  currency 
regulations,  it  was  almost  impossible  for  Germans  to  travel 
outside  of  Germany.  The  tours  organized  by  the  KdF  (Kraft 
durch  Freude)  [Strength  through  Joy,  an  organization  which 
offered  affordable  cruises  to  German  workers  and  their 
families-ed.])  were  settled  by  clearances.) 

Once  ready  to  emigrate,  individuals  received  from 
their  German  bank,  according  to  the  exchange  value,  the 
minimum  amount  of  foreign  currency  needed,  1000  Pales¬ 
tine  pounds  (the  value  of  the  Palestine  pound  was  equal  to 
that  of  the  English  pound  sterling). 

The  Israeli  historian  Avraham  Barkai  has  stressed 
that,  given  the  prevailing  foreign  currency  regulations,  this 
allocation  of  foreign  currency  exclusively  to  emigrating 
Jewish  citizens  was  a  marked  exception.14 


Feilchenfeld,  p.  48. 

Vom  Boycott  zur  “Entjudung,  ”  p.  63. 
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Upon  entering  Palestine,  the  Jews  from  Germany  had 
to  show  their  money.  A  study  of  some  years  ago  interpreted 
the  1000  pounds  required  for  entry  as  payment  for  an  entry 
visa.15  This  is  complete  nonsense.  The  money  was  theirs, 
and  they  were  only  required  to  present  it  in  order  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  they  were  able  to  support  themselves  and  to  cre¬ 
ate  a  new  life  so  as  not  to  burden  the  Jewish  community  in 
Palestine. 

The  rest  of  their  money  remained  at  their  disposal  in 
their  Haavara  account.  Upon  migrating  they  could  take  their 
complete  household  with  them,  including  machines  and  in¬ 
struments  needed  for  establishing  themselves  in  their  pro¬ 
fessions.  All  German  citizens  who  decided  to  emigrate  from 
Germany  had  to  pay  a  “Reich  flight  tax”  ( Reichsflucht - 
steuer ),  something  the  Jews  who  left  Germany  under 
Haavara  did  not. 

The  Haavara  accounts  also  paid  for  goods  imported 
from  Germany  by  Palestinian  traders  and  merchants.  In  Pal¬ 
estine  the  immigrants  received  the  equivalent  in  homes, 
land,  citrus  orchards,  or  the  full  amount  in  cash.  A  supple¬ 
mentary  agreement  enabled  merchants  from  Egypt,  Syria 
and  Iraq  to  finance  imports  from  Germany  through  Haava¬ 
ra.16 

Additional  rules  and  loopholes  benefited  the  immi¬ 
grant  Jews  from  Germany  in  Palestine,  among  them  that  all 


15  Kroh,  David  Kampft,  p.  24.  This  work  is  full  of  inaccuracies  and  dis¬ 
tortions.  The  entire  treatment  of  emigration  is  full  of  false  assertions; 
e.g.,  p.  28:  “The  National  Socialists  made  their  expulsion  pay,”  or, 
immigrants  to  Palestine  had  to  pay  the  Reich  flight  tax  and  exchange 
currency  at  a  fantastic  rate.  Both  are  untrue. 

16  Feilchenfeld,  pp.  54f. 
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social  security  and  pension  payments  could  be  transferred 
without  deductions.17 

Jews  living  in  Palestine  could  also  make  payments  to 
friends  in  Germany  through  Haavara:18 

“The  sponsor  paid  the  equivalent  value  in  Pales¬ 
tinian  currency  at  a  discount  rate  to  the  Haavara  in  fa¬ 
vor  of  the  recipient  in  Germany.  The  recipient  of  such 
support  then  received  the  equivalent  in  Reichsmarks 
through  the  Paltreu 9  in  Berlin.  This  system  of  a  clearing 
house  in  private  hands  for  payments  of  benefits  to  Ger¬ 
many  developed  in  1937  into  a  world-wide  organization. 
Its  task  was  to  organize  the  relief  payments  from  all  over 
the  world,  and  to  use  the  accumulated  foreign  currency 
for  the  transfer  of  Jewish  capital  to  Palestine.  ” 

Another  form  of  clearing  is  recounted  by  adviser  to 
the  Reichsbank  Walther  Utermohle,  former  director  of  the 
center  for  currency  control  in  the  Reich  Ministry  of  Eco- 
20 

nomics: 

“This  enabled  a  clearing  between  emigrating  Jews 
and  \...\from  overseas  returning  Germans.  For  example, 
if  a  German  could  not  sell  his  house  or  business  [be¬ 
cause  of  the  boycott  in  a  foreign  country]  but  found  a 
Jew  in  Germany  who  had  similar  assets,  then  permission 
to  exchange  was  given  where  neither  side  made  an  un¬ 
fair  gain.  ” 


17  Ibidem,  p.  49 

18  Ibidem,  pp.  6 If. 

19  The  “ Paltreu’'’  was  a  kind  of  sister  organization  of  the  Haavara.  Its 
task  was  to  enable  the  transfer  of  assets  beyond  the  limits  imposed 
on  the  Haavara.  Both  Haavara  and  Paltreu  were  controlled  by  Jews. 

20  Letter  in  Deutsche  Wochen-Zeitung,  December  16,  1977. 


Ingrid  Weckert:  Jewish  Emigration  from  the  Third  Reich 


27 


Besides  the  official  regulations  that  applied  to  the 
Jews,  there  was  a  number  of  cases  that  were  regulated 
through  the  Haavara  to  benefit  of  the  emigrants. 

The  Haavara  was  beneficial  to  those  Jews  unable  to 
raise  the  one  thousand  pounds  required  in  order  to  go  to 
Palestine.  The  Haavara  enabled  them  to  obtain  loans  repay¬ 
able  years  later.21  For  these  individuals  the  normal  transfer 
fees  were  reduced  by  50  percent,  thereby  enabling  every 
Jew  in  Germany  who  desired  to  go  to  Palestine  to  emigrate. 

Insofar  as  the  basic  tenor  of  the  Haavara  Agreement 
reflected  the  German  government’s  encouragement  for  Jews 
to  emigrate,  it  also  encouraged  some  Germans  to  actions 
that  verged  on  the  illegal.  Rolf  Vogel,  the  former  Jewish 
journalist  and  publisher  of  the  Deutschlandberichte,  which 
aimed  at  promoting  German-Jewish  understanding,  reports 
the  following:22 

“Numerous  individual  actions  of  support  were  not 
legal,  especially  in  cases  where  Jews  did  not  wish  to  go 
to  Palestine  and  could  not  be  helped  in  any  other  way.  It 
so  happened  that  Jews  sold  their  businesses  and  then  lost 
their  proceeds  because  they  could  not  transfer  them.  To 
prevent  this  loss,  government  officials  offered  Jewish 
proprietors  not  emigration,  but  rather  the  opportunity  to 
represent  their  own  business  overseas.  By  receiving  high 
commissions  and  the  proceeds  from  sales  as  representa¬ 
tives  of  their  own  firms,  Jewish  businessmen  got  back 
most  of  their  lost  money. 

Another  transfer  trick,  also  conducted  with  the 
knowledge  and  good  will  of  the  foreign  currency  bureau¬ 
crats,  was  the  transfer  of  money  through  the  courts:  A 


Adler-Rudel,  pp.  102f. 

Vogel,  Ein  Stempel  hat  gefehlt,  pp.  48f. 
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person  left  at  the  court  an  envelope  marked  ‘My  last 
will.  ’  The  person  then  migrated,  and  after  a  few  months 
would  make  a  request  to  the  local  judiciary  to  have  his 
envelope  containing  money  and  shares  forwarded  on  to 
him  from  Germany. 

Money  could  be  transferred  just  as  smoothly  by  an 
advertisement  in  the  paper.  For  example,  a  Jew  in  Zu¬ 
rich  would  place  an  advertisement  in  the  Volkischer 
Beobachter:  ‘Representative  required’.  He  would  then 
have  someone  in  Germany  send  envelopes  fdled  with 
money  or  shares  to  the  Volkischer  Beobachter,  which 
then  collected  and  forwarded  them  on  to  Zurich.  ” 

In  some  respects  the  Haavara  assisted  in  developing 
German  exports,  though  this  was  not  a  primary  factor,  de¬ 
spite  what  one  reads  occasionally  today.23 

Altogether  one  should  not  exaggerate  the  consequen¬ 
ces  of  the  agreement  for  the  German  economy.  The  con¬ 
sumption  of  goods  by  a  community  of  200,000  to  300,  000 
people  -  and  the  Yishuv  (the  Jewish  community  in  Pales¬ 
tine)  was  no  larger  than  that  -  which  was  also  limited  to 
certain  goods,  was  not  in  a  position  to  lend  a  country  of 
sixty  million  any  essential  export  help.  Furthermore,  there 
was  no  foreign  currency  flow  to  be  gained  by  selling  to  Pal¬ 
estine;  payment  was  in  German  money  from  the  Haavara 
accounts.  Even  Feilchenfeld  stressed  that  the  export  activity 
of  the  Haavara  offered  no  significant  advantage  for  Ger¬ 
many,  because  “Haavara  brought  Germany  no  gains  in  for¬ 
eign  exchange  for.  ”  (p.  29). 


23  E.g.  F.  Nicosia,  Hitler  und  der  Zionismus,  p.  83  writes: 

“The  fear  of  a  German  decline  in  goods  on  the  international 
market,  and  thus  the  Middle  East  market,  influenced  the  German 
government  in  its  decision  to  sign  the  Haavara  Transfer  Agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Zionist  representatives  in  summer  1933.  ” 
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For  Palestine  the  Haavara  brought  untold  advantages. 
In  the  brochure  published  by  Feilchenfeld,  Dr.  Ludwig  Pin¬ 
ner,  a  former  member  of  Haavara  Society,  is  tireless  in  sing¬ 
ing  the  praises  of  the  agreement:24 

“Until  the  beginning  of  the  1930s  Palestine  was  an 
agricultural  country  with  a  primitive  level  of  develop¬ 
ment.  ” 

It  was  only  the  immigrants  from  Germany  that 

“altered  the  economic  structure  and  the  social 
composition  of  the  ‘Yishuv  ’  and  contributed  significantly 
to  its  development.  Under  their  influence  and  participa¬ 
tion  industrial  output  doubled,  technology  modernized, 
and  slowly  the  choice  and  quality  of  manufactured  goods 
reached  a  European  standard.  ”  (p.  107) 

“The  activity  of  the  German  Jews  as  industrialists 
and  investors  was  decisive  for  the  development  of  the 
‘Yishuv’  out  of  its  pre-industrial  and  pre-capitalist 
stage.  ”  (p.  102) 

“[Their  influence]  on  the  development  of  Jewish 
Palestine  was  found  not  only  in  the  economic  and  social 
sphere;  it  was  also  marked  in  the  cultural,  scientific  and 
artistic  spheres.  The  modernization  of  hospitals,  made 
possible  by  the  Transfer,  made  Palestine  one  of  the  most 
renowned  medical  centers.  ”  (p.  106) 

“The  commitment  of  these  people  in  research  and 
teaching  institutions,  in  business  and  administration,  in 
public  life  and  in  the  defense  organizations  was  immeas¬ 
urably  important  for  the  preparation  of  the  ‘Yishuv’  for 
the  fateful  task  that  stood  before  them.  ”  (p.  108) 

The  money  of  the  ‘capitalists,’  who  thanks  to  the 
Haavara  could  practically  migrate  to  Palestine  unhindered, 


Feilchenfeld,  pages  as  indicated. 
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also  made  migration  to  Palestine  possible  for  workers.  Dr. 
Georg  Landauer,  the  director  of  the  German  section  of  the 
Jewish  Agency  and  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Haavara,  stated  in  an  interview  with  the  Jiidische  Rund¬ 
schau  of  February  18,  1936: 

“Palestine  as  a  developing  country  can  absorb 
new  immigrants  looking  for  work  proportionate  to  the  in¬ 
flowing  capital  and  entrepreneurial  spirit  that  creates 
new  jobs.  ” 

But  there  was  the  fear  that  wealthy  Jews  would  go 
elsewhere  with  their  capital  and  that  only  poor  Jews  would 
come  to  Palestine.  Landauer  warned: 

“It  is  not  possible  to  have  worker  immigrants 
without  the  immigration  of  employers.  ” 


4.1.  Opposition  to  the  Haavara 

4.1.1.  ...on  the  Jewish  side 

Although  the  Haavara  Agreement  was  advantageous 
for  both  the  Jews  and  for  Palestine,  opposition  to  it  was  sig¬ 
nificant.  The  behind-the-scenes  battles  are  described  in  de¬ 
tail  by  Edwin  Black  in  his  book  The  Transfer  Agreement. 
The  fact  that  there  was  an  agreement  between  the  Third 
Reich  and  the  Zionists  to  the  advantage  of  Israel  seems  to 
him  incomprehensible  and  unpardonable,  and  he  accuses 
the  Jewish  agencies  involved  of  “Nazi  collaboration ”. 
Black’s  attitude  is  all  the  more  inexplicable  because  he  is 
convinced  that  all  Jews  who  remained  in  Germany  became 
victims  of  the  ‘Holocaust’. 

Jewish  organizations  around  the  world  complained  of 
their  own  people’s  violation  of  the  boycott  against  Ger- 
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many.  The  welfare  of  the  German  Jews  who  migrated  to 
Palestine  meant  little  to  them;  they  regarded  the  betrayal  of 
general  Jewish  interests  as  far  more  important. 

There  were  problems  in  Palestine  as  well.  The  Haava- 
ra’s  monopoly  on  importing  German  goods  aroused  envy 
among  Palestinian  traders,  who  saw  their  own  existence 
threatened.  This  was  especially  the  case  with  nascent  Jewish 
industries  in  Palestine,  which  strove  to  sell  their  own  goods 
and  revolted  against  the  cheaper  and  better  quality  products 
from  Germany.  The  Haavara  finally  had  to  yield  to  the  de¬ 
mands  of  the  Jewish  entrepreneurs  in  Palestine,  and  stopped 
importing  certain  goods,  thus  guaranteeing  the  protection  of 
“ Tozeret  Haaretz ”  (products  made  in  Israel).  Enterprising 
businessmen  exploited  this  discrepancy  to  their  own  advan¬ 
tage.  There  were  cases  in  which  an  enterprise  obtained  a 
factory  through  Haavara,  then  used  the  “ Tozeret  Haaretz ” 
protection  for  its  own  manufactured  goods.  As  a  result  the 
demand  for  imported  goods  and  the  transfer  of  money  on 
the  Haavara  accounts  declined.25 

On  November  12,  1935  the  Jiidische  Rundschau  be¬ 
moaned  this  lack  of  solidarity  with  the  immigrant  Jews 
from  Germany: 

“The  transfer  question  is  of  financial  importance 
for  the  emigration  of  Jews  from  Germany  to  Palestine,  as 
well  as  for  the  transfer  of  money  into  the  Jewish  funds. 
Without  this  capital  transfer  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
emigrate  in  style  [...]  That  this  matter  regularly  comes 
up  in  public  discussion  in  Palestine  may  be  due  partly  to 
a  lack  of  knowledge  of  the  real  factors,  and  partly  due  to 
those  who  wish  to  eliminate  the  competition  that 
Haavara  generates  out  of  economic  or  other  motives.  ” 


Feichenfeld,  p.  54. 
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4.1.2.  . .  .on  the  German  side 

The  Haavara  Agreement  was  also  not  universally 
welcomed  by  Germans.  It  was  of  course  quite  a  burden  on 
the  German  foreign  exchange  market,  and  there  were  also 
political  disadvantages.  The  German  consul  general  in  Jeru¬ 
salem,  Hans  Dohle,  emphasized  in  a  March  22,  1937,  study 
that  through  the  Haavara  Agreement  the  German  govern¬ 
ment  had  “ subordinated  all  considerations  that  are  decisive 
in  advancing  German  interests  in  other  countries ”  to  the 
“ 'facilitation  of  Jewish  emigration  from  Germany  and  the 
settlement  of  immigrant  Jews  in  Palestine .”  The  strengthen¬ 
ing  of  the  Jewish  economy  “ that  we  made  possible  through 
facilitating  the  transplanting  of  German-Jewish  industrial 
firms  to  Palestine ”  necessarily  worked  against  Germany  on 
the  world  market.  Dohle  stressed  that  “the  opposition  of  the 
Palestinian  Jews  to  Germanism  is  manifested  at  every  op¬ 
portunity .”26 

Great  Britain  felt  itself  disadvantaged  in  its  Palestin¬ 
ian  mandate  by  the  import  of  German  goods  and  began  to 
attack  Germany  in  its  press.  According  to  Dohle’s  study, 
the  negative  balance  of  the  Haavara  Agreement  was  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1 .  Through  export  of  goods  with  no  foreign  currency 
inflow. 

2.  Building  up  the  Jewish  economy  builds  anti- 
German  Jewish  influence  in  Palestine. 

3.  Direction  of  German  imports  to  Palestine  through 
the  Jewish  Agency  without  regard  for  German 
mercantile  interests. 


In:  Vogel,  pp.  1  lOf. 
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4.  Anger  among  the  local  Arab  and  German  busi¬ 
nessmen,  who  can  only  trade  with  Germany 
through  the  Jewish  Agency. 

5.  Anger  of  the  British  Mandatory  administration, 
threatened  by  the  German  competition. 

If  one  recalls  that  Dohle  witnessed  anti-German  inci¬ 
dents  and  was  aware  how  much  the  country  owed  to  Ger¬ 
man  immigrants,  his  skeptical  assessment  was  not  unjusti¬ 
fied.  Palestine  was  like  the  animal  that  bites  the  hand  that 
feeds  it.  The  hostility  of  the  Jews  toward  Germany  ex¬ 
pressed  itself  on  many  different  levels.  For  example,  during 
a  Purim  procession27  Germany  was  depicted  as  a  poisonous 
green  fire-breathing  dragon  covered  with  swastikas,  and  a 


27  Purim:  The  biblical  book  of  Esther  relates  a  historically  unverifiable 
tale.  Esther,  the  Jewish  wife  of  the  Persian  king,  discovers  a  plan  to 
exterminate  the  Jews  of  Persia,  to  be  carried  out  by  Haman,  a  court 
official.  The  Persian  king,  Artaxerxes,  is  not  opposed  to  this  plan. 
Esther  formulates  a  plan  to  save  her  people.  On  the  occasion  of  a 
banquet,  Esther  seduces  Haman  and  is  then  found  by  the  king  in  a 
compromising  situation.  She  informs  the  king  that  Haman  has  raped 
her.  Now  the  king’s  anger  turns  against  Haman,  who  is  hanged. 
Esther  succeeds  in  convincing  the  king  to  give  the  Jews  free  rein 
against  their  opponents. 

“In  all  provinces  of  King  Artaxerxes  the  Jews  came  together  in 
the  cities  and  attacked  all  those  who  had  planned  the  downfall  of 
the  Jews.  No  one  could  stand  against  them;  all  peoples  feared 
them.  ”  (Est.  9.2) 

The  Bible  reports  that  in  just  two  days  75,000  people  were  murdered 
by  the  Jews.  As  already  stated,  history  offers  no  foundation  for  this. 
According  to  one  theology  textbook  (Preuss/Berger,  Bibelkunde,  p. 
118): 

“Judaism  found  in  the  book  of  Esther  a  narrative  of  wish- 
fulfillment,  of  things  lacking  in  the  Jews  ’  actual  circumstances.  ” 
In  memory  of  this  pogrom  of  revenge  (Why  revenge?  Nothing  had 
happened  to  the  Jews!),  the  Purim  festival  arose  and  is  celebrated  to 
this  day  in  February/March  as  a  joyous  occasion  in  a  carnival  at¬ 
mosphere. 
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placard  demanded  “ Tozeret  Haaretz ”  protection  and  a  boy¬ 
cott  of  German  goods.28 

In  spite  of  it  all,  Adolf  Hitler  decided  repeatedly  that 
emigration  of  Jews  was  to  be  supported  with  all  means  and 
that  a  suspension  of  the  Haavara  Agreement  was  out  of  the 
question. 

The  transfer  of  assets  through  the  Haavara  remained 
possible  even  after  the  war  began,  through  neutral  countries. 
These  connections  broke  down  only  after  December  1941, 
following  America’s  entry  into  the  war. 

Winding  up  the  Haavara  in  Germany  was  entrusted  to 
two  Jewish  banks,  Warburg  in  Hamburg  and  Wassermann 
in  Berlin.  At  the  end  of  the  war  there  was  still  Haavara 
money  in  the  accounts,  which  had  been  frozen  by  the  Ger¬ 
man  government  as  enemy  funds;  after  1945  the  money 
were  paid  out  in  full  to  the  owners.  29 


Mildenstein  in:  Der  Angr iff,  November  1,  1934. 
Feilchenfeld,  p.  71. 
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5.  Emigration  and  the  SS 


Besides  the  Reich  Economic  Ministry,  it  was  para¬ 
doxically  the  SS  and  its  agencies  that  supported  and  en¬ 
couraged  the  emigration  of  the  Jews. 

The  SS  took  it  upon  itself  to  influence  German  Jewish 
policy  from  the  very  beginning.  It  suggested  mass  emigra¬ 
tion  but  warned  against  putting  pressure  on  those  Jews  who 
felt  German  first,  then  Jewish.  In  those  Jews  it  was  neces¬ 
sary  first  to  awaken  a  Jewish  consciousness  and  a  Jewish 
self-image.  This  was  to  take  place  through  Jewish  cultural 30 
organizations.  Only  a  Jew  who  had  become  conscious  of  his 
identity  would  be  prepared  to  leave  Germany  and  to  immi¬ 
grate  to  a  future  Jewish  homeland.31 

It  was  under  such  auspices  that  the  SS  and  Gestapo 
conducted  all  supportive  and  protective  measures  involving 
Jewish  institutions.  As  strange  as  it  may  sound,  it  was  to  the 
Gestapo  to  which  many  Jews  turned  whenever  a  German 
bureaucracy  disadvantaged  them  or  if  they  needed  some 
other  form  of  help. 

For  example,  when  during  the  so-called  Kristallnacht 
in  November  1938  the  Jewish  Emigration  Center  on  Ber- 


30  It  is  surely  a  paradox  for  those  who  have  derived  their  historical 
knowledge  from  the  media,  wherein  the  SS  is  depicted  as  a  murder¬ 
ous  Third  Reich  gang,  with  chief  responsibility  for  the  Jewish 
‘Holocaust’. 

31  Reichsfuhrer  SS,  Chef  des  Sicherheitsamtes:  Lagebericht  Mai/Juni 
1934,  Die  Judenfrage;  quoted  in:  Nicosia,  p.  106. 
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lin’s  Meinekestrasse  was  damaged,  it  was  the  SS  that  sent  a 
team  to  clean  up  and  to  ensure  that  the  office  would  be 
functioning  again  as  soon  as  possible.32 

Leopold  Edler  von  Mildenstein,  who  later  headed  the 
Jewish  section  of  the  SS,  published  a  kind  of  propaganda 
tract  for  migration  to  Palestine  as  early  as  1934.  In  that  year 
Mildenstein  traveled  to  Palestine  and  remained  there  for 
half  a  year.  His  travelogue  titled  “Ein  Nazi  fahrt  nach 
Paldstina”  (A  Nazi  travels  to  Palestine)  was  serialized  in 
Goebbels’s  magazine  Der  Angriff  (Sept.  26  to  Oct.  9,  1934). 
The  report  is  lively,  vividly  written,  and  offers  an  interest¬ 
ing  picture  of  conditions  in  the  British  mandate  and  of  the 
political  currents  that  prevailed  in  Palestine  in  the  early 
1930s.  It  is  still  quite  readable  today.  Mildenstein  used  the 
pseudonym  “Lim”  -  the  first  three  letters  of  his  name,  read 
from  right  to  left  as  in  Hebrew. 

The  SS  and  Gestapo  participated  in  establishing  and 
financing  the  re-training  camps  which  in  the  meantime  had 
been  established  by  Zionist  organizations  all  over  Germany. 
In  these  camps  young  Jews  were  to  leam  agricultural  and 
trade  professions  to  prepare  them  for  the  completely  differ¬ 
ent  life  of  Palestine.  In  part  the  SS  even  provided  the  land 
on  which  such  camps  could  be  established.  Nicosia  repro¬ 
duces  a  map  from  August  1936  on  which  are  marked  40 
such  establishments  all  across  the  Reich,  from  the  farthest 
north  (Flensburg  and  Gut  Lobitten,  Konigsberg/East  Prus¬ 
sia)  to  Gut  Winkelhof  in  the  south,  near  the  Swiss  border 
(see  illustration).33 


32  Nicosia,  p.  244. 

33  Nicosia,  Third  Reich  . . .,  p.  217.  Only  in  the  original  English  edition. 
In  the  German  translation  there  is  only  a  blank  page.  Nicosia  cites  as 
his  source  a  document  from  the  National  Archive,  USA:  NA  T- 
175/411,2935451. 
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Jewish  Reeducation  Camps  of  the  Hechaluz 
_ in  Germany  as  of  August  1936 _ 


Such  re-training  camps  were  established  even  in  Aus¬ 
tria,  the  former  Ostmark,  after  its  annexation.  Adolf  Eich- 
mann,  the  director  of  the  Vienna  “Haup taint  fur  judische 
Auswanderung’’’  (Main  Office  for  Jewish  Emigration)  ac¬ 
tively  supported  this  program.  Later,  in  concert  with  the 
Mossad,  he  vigorously  supported  illegal  Jewish  emigration. 
Occasionally,  SS  units  escorted  Jewish  emigration  groups 
across  the  border,  and  ensured  that  they  crossed  unhindered. 
Hannah  Arendt  was  of  the  opinion  that  Eichmann’s  com¬ 
ment  before  the  Jerusalem  Tribunal  in  1960  -  that  he  had 
saved  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Jewish  lives  by  such  meas- 
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ures  -  was  factual,  even  though  it  was  met  with  scornful 
laughter  in  court.34 


34  Arendt,  p.  90;  Kimche,  pp.  17,  30.  There  is  no  evidence  to  support 
Kimche’s  contention  that  emigrating  Jews  had  to  pay  to  get  out. 
This  appears  to  be  the  sort  of  imaginary  assertion,  without  which  it 
is  not  possible  for  Jews  to  write  books  that  deal  honestly  with  con¬ 
tentious  topics. 
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6.  The  Rublee-Wohlthat  Agreement 


The  Haavara  Agreement  specifically  dealt  with  migra¬ 
tion  to  Palestine.  The  second  state-regulated  process  was  the 
Rublee-Wohlthat  agreement,  which  concerned  itself  with 
immigration  to  other  countries,  the  goal  of  the  majority  of 
emigrating  Jews.  Just  as  did  Palestine,  other  countries  also 
required  proof  of  the  immigrant’s  financial  independence, 
which  caused  considerable  problems  for  Germany.  The 
German  Reichsbank  was  forced  to  provide  large  amounts  of 
already  scarce  foreign  currency  for  this  emigration.  Many 
countries  refused  to  accept  Jewish  immigrants  as  well. 

This  topic  was  addressed  at  the  international  refugee 
conference  in  the  summer  of  1938  at  the  French  health  re¬ 
sort  Evian-les-Bains  at  Lake  Geneva.  Representatives  from 
32  countries  met  there  at  the  Hotel  Royal  from  July  6-15  to 
discuss  how  German  Jews  could  be  helped.  All  the  confer¬ 
ence  participants  were  united:  They  condemned  the  prevail¬ 
ing  anti-Semitism  in  Germany,  they  were  most  empathetic 
toward  the  poor  Jews  who  had  been  expelled  from  their 
homes,  they  agreed  with  resolutions  that  places  must  be 
found  where  the  Jews  could  accommodated  -  but  every  sin¬ 
gle  speaker  emphasized  that  unfortunately  his  country  was 
not  in  a  position  to  help  by  taking  in  a  larger  number  of 
immigrants. 

The  only  result  to  come  out  of  the  conference  was  the 
establishment  of  an  “Intergovernmental  Committee”  based 
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in  London.  Its  president  was  a  lawyer  from  New  York, 
George  Rublee. 

From  the  outset  Rublee  tried  to  establish  contact  with 
the  German  government.  This  endeavor,  which  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  German  ambassador  in  London,  Herbert  von 
Dirksen,  and  the  director  of  the  political  section  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Ministry,  Ernst  Woermann,  was  successfully  sabotaged 
for  months  on  end  by  the  state  secretary  in  the  Foreign  Min¬ 
istry,  Ernst  von  Weizsacker,  father  of  postwar  German 
President  Richard  von  Weizsacker. 

Weizsacker  let  Rublee  be  advised  that  he  should  not 
hope  for  any  kind  of  cooperation  from  the  German  side.  He 
repeatedly  rejected  any  attempts  from  other  diplomats  to  put 
Rublee  in  contact  with  German  authorities.  He  even  forbade 
the  German  embassy  in  London  to  respond  in  any  way  to 
Rublee ’s  attempts  to  make  contact,  or  so  much  as  to  men¬ 
tion  them  in  Berlin.  He  inquired  of  the  British  charge 
d’affaires  in  Berlin  whether  Rublee  was  Aryan.  When  Ru¬ 
blee  wanted  to  travel  to  Berlin  of  his  own  accord, 
Weizsacker  bluntly  rejected  his  request  because  to  his  mind 
it  was  of  no  value.35 


35  Compare  with  Weizsacker’s  own  account:  in  ADAP,  Serie  D,  Bd. 
V.: 

“27.7.1938:  The  American  Ambassador  spoke  with  me  today 
[ . . .  ]  on  whether  we  might  not  in  any  way  support  the  Evian 
Committee  [...].  I  said  he  need  not  be  hopeful  about  it.  ”  (Doc. 
641,  p.754). 

“18.10.1938:  The  British  Ambassador  delivered  to  me  the  at¬ 
tached  memorandum,  which  the  intergovernmental  committee 
[...]  is  dealing  with.  In  this  memorandum  -  as  during  the  past 
two  months  -  it  is  suggested  that  the  London-based  director  of 
the  committee,  the  American  Rublee,  and  his  colleague  Mr  Pell, 
come  to  Berlin  and  begin  talks  [...]./  advised  the  Ambassador  - 
as  I  did  last  summer  -  that  a  trip  by  Mr.  Rublee  to  Germany  is, 
according  to  my  personal  view,  of  no  value.  ’’  (Doc.  645,  p.  758.) 
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Finally  Hitler  learned  of  Weizsacker’s  unauthorized 
conduct  and  immediately  summoned  Reichsbank  president 
von  Schacht  to  his  office.  He  authorized  Schacht  to  work 
out  a  financial  plan  that  would  enable  Germany’s  remaining 
Jews  to  emigrate.  Schacht  developed  a  proposal,  and  in 
mid-December  1938  Hitler  dispatched  him  to  London  for  a 
discussion  with  Rublee  and  other  individuals. 

After  the  war  Schacht  described  this  so  as  to  suggest 
that  the  plan  and  the  trip  to  England  had  been  his  idea, 
which  he  had  had  to  convince  Hitler  to  adopt.  Contempo¬ 
rary  documents  prove  otherwise.  After  his  return  from  Lon¬ 
don,  an  article  written  on  his  initiative  appeared  in  the  Ber¬ 
liner  Zeitung  of  December  19,  1938: 

“Schacht  Discussion  in  London,  the  Purpose  of  the 

Trip.  ” 

The  Foreign  Ministry  was  annoyed  at  this  and 
Weizsacker  was  given  the  task  of  getting  an  explanation 
from  Schacht.  This  occurred  in  a  telephone  conversation  on 
December  20,  1938,  about  which  Weizsacker  wrote  a 
memo.36  It  states  that  Weizsacker  had  asked  Schacht 
whether  he  had  received  an  order  from  the  Fiihrer,  and 
whether  he,  Schacht,  had  initiated  the  newspaper  report: 

“President  Schacht  unhesitatingly  admitted  that 
the  article  came  from  him.  It  concerned  a  command  from 
the  Fiihrer,  which  he,  the  president,  had  executed  within 
the  prescribed  framework  in  London.  The  Fiihrer  re- 


“7.11.1938:  The  British  charge  d’affaires  asked  me  again  today 
in  matters  Rublee.  I  explained  to  him,  [...]  ‘the  matter  needs 
time.  [...]  I  asked  in  what  percentage  was  Rublee  Aryan  [...]” 
(Doc.  648,  p.  761) 

C.f.  with  documents  646,  647,  662.  Further  rejections  from 
Weizsacker  and  the  AA  are  cited  in  Vogel,  pp.  180-228. 

36  ADAP  Series  D,  Bd.  V,  pp.  768f,  Doc.  655. 
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quests  a  report  after  return.  He,  Schacht,  has  now  made 
an  appointment  to  report  to  the  Fiihrer  within  the  next 
two  days,  and  then  will  also  call  upon  the  Reich  minister 
[Ribbentrop]  to  give  a  report.  He  will  not  comment  fur¬ 
ther  on  the  matter  until  he  has  reported  to  the  Fiihrer  .  ” 

Schacht’ s  later  recall  of  his  activities  at  this  stage  of 
his  career  was  obviously  influenced  by  subsequent  histori¬ 
cal  events.  His  version  and  what  the  documents  reveal  are 
quite  different. 

In  any  case,  in  1938  the  Schacht  Plan  was  adopted  by 
the  Intergovernmental  Committee  as  a  basis  for  discussion. 
In  January  1939  Rublee  was  invited  to  Berlin  independently 
of  the  Foreign  Ministry.  There  he  discussed  matters  first 
with  Schacht,  then  with  Goring ’s  ministerial  director 
Helmut  Wohlthat.  Within  four  weeks  the  Rublee-Wohlthat 
agreement  had  been  reached. 

The  basic  idea  of  the  agreement  was:  By  establishing 
trust  funds  which  would  comprise  25  percent  of  the  wealth 
belonging  to  Jews  in  Germany,  Jewish  emigration  would  be 
financed  through  foreign  loans.  Each  emigrant  would,  in 
addition  to  receiving  the  requisite  amount  of  cash  for  entry 
(“Vorzeigegeld”),  receive  a  minimum  amount  of  capital 
necessary  to  establish  oneself.  About  150,000  able-bodied 
Jews  were  marked  for  emigration,  and  their  next  of  kin  were 
to  follow  later.  The  Intergovernmental  Committee  would 
concern  itself  with  which  countries  Jews  could  migrate  to. 
All  Jews  over  45  were  to  be  able  to  remain  in  Germany  and 
be  protected  from  discrimination.  Residential  and  work  re¬ 
strictions  for  these  Jews  were  to  be  lifted. 

The  text  of  the  memorandum  on  the  Rublee-Wohlthat 
Agreement  was  an  official  contract.  Rublee  wrote  it  up  after 
his  return  to  London,  and  sent  it  to  Wohlthat.  Weizsacker 
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hesitated  to  sign  it,37  because  the  Foreign  Ministry  had  not 
been  involved  in  the  negotiations  -  something  he  himself 
had  prevented. 

Therefore  it  was  Hermann  Goring  who  presented  the 
text  to  Adolf  Hitler,  who  wholeheartedly  assented  to  it.  For 
his  part,  Rublee  passed  the  text  to  the  Intergovernmental 
Committee,  made  up  of  the  representatives  of  30  countries. 
The  committee  gave  Rublee  the  task  of  informing  Wohlthat 
that  these  countries  had  taken  note  of  the  agreement  with  in¬ 
terest,  and  that  they  would  do  everything  to  facilitate  the 
emigration  of  Jews  from  Germany  on  its  basis. 

In  practice  this  support  proved  less  than  promised,  but 
that  was  not  the  fault  of  the  agreement  or  of  its  German  ini¬ 
tiators. 

After  successfully  concluding  the  negotiations,  the 
72-year-old  Rublee  resigned  from  his  post  as  director  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Committee. 

In  England  a  finance  company  was  founded  with 
start-up  capital  of  one  million  dollars.  In  the  United  States, 
Jewish  bankers  pledged  to  raise  enough  capital  to  guarantee 
the  realization  of  every  settlement  project.  The  new  director 
of  the  Intergovernmental  Committee,  Sir  Herbert  Emerson, 
was  convinced  that  the  emigration  of  Jews  had  been  secured 
and  that  it  would  be  completed  in  three  to  five  years  time.38 

In  January  1939  the  Reich  Center  for  Jewish  Emigra¬ 
tion  was  founded  in  Berlin.  Its  work  was  based  on  the  Ru- 
blee-Wohlthat  agreement.  It  cooperated  closely  with  the 
Reich  Jewish  Association  in  order  to  simplify  the  emigra¬ 
tion  process. 


“Signing  of  Agreement  with  Mr.  Rublee  is  out  of  the  question 
ADAP  Series  D,  Bd.  5,  Doc.662. 

Vogel,  pp.  252f. 
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The  process  began  slowly,  because  most  countries  re¬ 
fused  to  take  in  Jewish  immigrants.  But  at  least  the  Rublee- 
Wohlthat  agreement  had  removed  the  financial  barriers.  Of 
this  period,  Rublee  later  wrote:39 

“The  Germans  fulfilled  all  their  obligations  [...] 
In  the  months  between  my  departure  from  Germany  and 
the  outbreak  of  war  few,  if  any,  Jewish  persecutions  oc¬ 
curred  in  Germany.  Some  left,  and  the  rest  had  it  easier 
in  Germany.  I  received  quite  a  number  of  letters  from 
Germany  wherein  [...]  Jews  [...]  thanked  me  for  what  I 
had  done  for  them.  ” 

With  the  outbreak  of  war  hopes  of  finding  countries  to 
which  to  emigrate  diminished.  The  Royal  Navy  blocked  the 
previously  used  sea  routes,  and  Palestine  was  practically 
closed  to  immigration  because  the  British  had  severely 
tightened  the  requirements  for  entry. 

Emigration  routes  then  went  overland,  for  example 
through  Greece  and  Turkey.  On  18  and  21  June  1940  the 
Jiidische  Nachrichtenblatt  revealed  an  adventurous  route: 
“Via  Yokohama  to  America.  ”  A  map  showed  the  new  travel 
routes:  Berlin  -  Warsaw  -  Moscow  -  Chita  -  Shanghai  - 
Yokohama  -  San  Francisco/Los  Angeles.  From  there  on  ei¬ 
ther  in  easterly  direction  to  Chicago  -  New  York,  or  south 
to  Mexico  -  Panama  -  Santiago  de  Chile.  The  German  gov¬ 
ernment  offered  Jews  with  valid  visas  a  route  through  occu¬ 
pied  France  to  Spain  and  Portugal,  from  where  they  could 
then  travel  to  their  destination  by  ship.40 

That  Jewish  emigration  continued  even  after  the  war 
began  was  principally  due  to,  first,  the  international  connec¬ 
tions  of  the  Jews,  and  second,  to  the  assistance  of  the  Ger- 


Cited  in:  Vogel,  pp.  238f. 

Jiidisches  Nachrichtenblatt,  December  10,  1940. 
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man  bureaucracies,  and  finally,  to  an  organization  that  was 
later  to  play  a  completely  different  role,  the  Mossad  le  Ali- 
yah  Bet. 
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7.  The  Mossad  le  Aliyah  Bet 


Mossad  le  Aliyah  Bet  literally  means  ‘Office  for  the 
Second  Immigration’,  which  referred  to  the  illegal  immigra¬ 
tion  to  Palestine.  It  was  out  of  this  organization  that  later  the 
Israeli  secret  service,  Mossad,  developed.  Jews  from  Pales¬ 
tine  founded  it  in  Paris  in  1937  in  response  to  Britain’s  Pal¬ 
estine  policies.  The  British  were  then  issuing  only  a  limited 
number  of  immigration  certificates  to  Palestine  -  fewer,  in 
any  case,  than  the  number  of  Jews  seeking  entry. 

The  British  classed  prospective  immigrants  according 
to  wealth,  profession,  and  class;  the  certificates  were  dis¬ 
tributed  in  these  individual  categories,  in  numbers  that  re¬ 
flected  the  desirability  of  immigration  from  each  categories. 
Anyone  who  did  not  fit  into  a  category  considered  essential 
by  the  mandatory  administration  would  not  be  granted  a 
visa. 

The  following  immigration  categories  were  valid 
from  1932  to  1945: 

Category  A:  Persons  with  their  own  capital: 

Al:  Capitalists  possessing  £P1000  (Palestine 
pounds) 

A2:  Professionals  with  £P500,  so  long  as  the 
economic  situation  warranted  their  immi¬ 
gration. 

A3:  Craftsmen  with  at  least  £P  250. 
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A4:  Pensioners  with  a  minimum  income  of 
£P4  per  month.41 

A5:  Persons  with  work  skills  scarce  in  Pales¬ 
tine,  with  a  minimum  capital  of  £P500. 
Category  B:  Persons  with  a  secure  income: 

Bl:  Orphans  under  16  years  of  age  whose  keep 
was  guaranteed  by  public  bodies. 

B2:  Clergymen. 

B3:  Students  and  pupils  whose  keep  was  guar¬ 
anteed  until  their  entry  into  the  work  force. 
Category  C:  Work  certificates  for  workers  between  18  and 
35  years.  The  number  of  these  certificates  was 
audited  by  the  Palestinian  authority  twice  a 
year. 

Category  D:  This  category  was  reserved  for  wives,  children 
and  parents  of  Jews  living  in  Palestine,  as  long 
as  the  residents  could  show  that  they  were  able 
to  support  their  relatives. 

Finally,  there  was  the  category  “ Jugendalija ”  (Youth 
Aliyah)  for  youths  between  the  ages  of  15  and  17  years.42 

Jewish  leaders  were  understandably  furious  at  Jews 
being  categorized  on  the  basis  of  their  economic  value.  The 
Palestinian  Mandate  entrusted  to  Britain  on  July  24,  1922, 
called  for  the  British  to  support  and  to  simplify  Jewish  im¬ 
migration,  while  safeguarding  the  rights  of  other  peoples  in 
the  country.  Hence  from  the  inception  of  the  restrictive 
measures,  the  Zionists  attempted  to  find  ways  around  them, 


41  This  minimal  sum  indicates  the  purchasing  power  the  £P  had  at  that 
time. 

42  From:  Philo-Atlas,  pp.  141-144,  quoted  in:  Eckert,  Emigration,  p. 
143. 


Ingrid  Weckert:  Jewish  Emigration  from  the  Third  Reich 


49 


and  to  send  Jewish  transports  to  Palestine  illegally,  in  the 
eyes  of  the  British. 

On  May  17,  1939,  the  British  published  a  new  White 
Paper,  which  tightened  the  immigration  regulations  anew. 

In  reaction  to  these  events,  in  1937  the  Mossad  began 
to  establish  offices  in  all  the  European  countries,  and  sought 
immediate  contact  with  agencies  in  Berlin,  in  particular 
with  the  SS  and  the  Gestapo.  Thus  began  a  lively  collabora¬ 
tion  between  the  Gestapo  and  the  Mossad. 

As  befitted  their  attitude  towards  Jewish  emigration, 
the  SS  and  the  Gestapo  were  helpful  towards  the  Mossad 
agents  in  many  ways.  In  December  1938  Himmler  ordered 
that  Jewish  prisoners  in  concentration  camps  who  desired  to 
emigrate  should  be  released.43  Additionally,  Mossad  agents 
were  permitted  to  enter  the  camps  to  recruit  Jews  willing  to 
go  to  Palestine  in  illegal  migration  ships.  Nothing  stood  in 
the  way  of  the  release  of  such  inmates.  Kimche  writes: 

“Since  he  [Pino,  the  Mossad  delegate]  guaranteed 
the  Gestapo  that  he  would  provide  for  their  immediate 
emigration,  Pino  was  in  a  position  to  get  a  large  number 
of  young  Jews  out  of  the  concentration  camps.  A  signed 
form  from  him  sufficed  to  effect  their  release.  ”  (p.  30) 

Since  direct  travel  to  Palestine  was  illegal,  the  emi¬ 
grants  needed  visas  from  other  countries,  for  example,  from 
immigration  authorities  in  ports  that  the  ships  would  stop  at 
on  the  way  to  Palestine.  The  Gestapo  became  involved  in 
this  as  well  as  in  the  chartering  of  suitable  ships,  even  cov¬ 
ering  part  of  the  costs.  In  1939  a  number  of  ships  arrived  in 


43  “The  Reichsfuhrer  SS  and  Chief  of  the  German  Police  has  lifted  re¬ 
strictions  on  Jews  who  intend  to  emigrate .”  Circular  of  December  8, 
1938,  Bundesarchiv  Koblenz  (BA),  R58/276,  Bl.  165.  A  number  of 
similar  orders  can  be  found  in  further  volumes  of  documents  as  late 
as  1942. 
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Palestine,  bringing  thousands  of  illegal  immigrants  to  the 
country.44 

The  cooperation  between  the  Mossad  and  the  Gestapo 
did  not  end  with  the  outbreak  of  the  war;  indeed,  it  grew 
even  stronger.  Emigration  papers  were  often  made  out  for 
other  countries,  and  the  emigrants  instructed  not  to  reveal 
anything  about  their  final  destination.  Without  such  help 
from  the  SS  and  the  Gestapo  and  without  the  silent  acquies¬ 
cence  of  the  German  authorities,  the  Mossad  could  not  have 
done  its  work. 

In  the  summer  of  1939,  an  operation  was  planned  that 
would  have  to  shipped  10,000  Jews  from  German  ports  in  a 
single  convoy  to  Palestine.  Before  the  ships  could  sail, 
however,  war  broke  out  and  the  English  blocked  the  Chan¬ 
nel. 


44  More  details  are  offered  in  Kimche’s  book,  though  it  contains  some 
factual  errors.  Interesting  details  are  also  found  in  the  essay  by  Ball- 
Kaduri,  who,  like  Kimche,  is  not  always  accurate. 
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8.  Irgun  Proposals 


Two  years  later,  in  summer  1941,  the  1939  plan  was 
revisited  by  Abraham  Stem,  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Irgun, 
the  Jewish  anti-British  resistance  and  freedom  organiza¬ 
tion.45  He  offered  to  help  the  Germans  in  their  battle  against 
England,  and  suggested  that  Germany  immediately  begin  to 
ship  out  10,000  Jews  in  return.46  He  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  German  ships  could  break  through  the  English  blockade 
and  bring  the  Jews  to  Palestine.  Once  they  had  arrived 
there,  the  English  would  not  be  able  return  them. 

Whether  this  suggestion  ever  reached  the  right  ad¬ 
dress  is  questionable,  because  the  agents  sent  out  by  Stern 
were  later  imprisoned  in  Syria.  In  any  case,  Berlin  had  to 
regard  breaking  the  blockade  hopeless.  A  convoy  of  ships 
full  of  civilians,  especially  women  and  children,  had  little 
chance  of  reaching  Palestine  unscathed.  The  German  gov¬ 
ernment  could  not  assume  responsibility  for  such  an  enter¬ 
prise. 


45  The  full  name  reads:  “Irgun  Zevai  Leumi  ”  =  national  military  or¬ 
ganization.  Since  September  1940  Abraham  Stem  had  dissociated 
himself  from  the  “Irgun”  and  established  his  own  group,  “Lechi” 
(“Lochamei  Cherut  Israel”  =  fighters  for  Israel’s  freedom).  But  in 
the  first  few  months  after  the  separation,  he  continued  to  use  the 
former  name  because  he  saw  himself  as  the  legitimate  representative 
of  the  Irgun. 

46  Katz,  pp.  85f. 
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This  was  Stern’s  second  attempt  at  establishing  con¬ 
tact  with  the  German  government.  Half  a  year  earlier,  in 
January  1941,  Irgun  had  offered  in  a  letter  to  fight  for  Ger¬ 
many  against  England,47  in  particular  through  sabotage  and 
spying  in  Palestine.  In  return  they  demanded  “that  the  [...] 
national  aspirations  of  the  Israeli  freedom  movement  be 
recognized  by  the  German  Reich,  ”  and  the  establishment  of 
a  Jewish  brigade:48 

f military  training  and  organization  of  Jewish 
manpower  in  Europe,  under  the  leadership  and  com¬ 
mand  of  the  NMO,  in  military  units  that  would  play  a 
combat  role  in  the  conquest  of  Palestine,  should  that  be¬ 
come  a  front.  ” 

This  letter  was  obviously  sent  at  the  same  time  that 
two  of  Stern’s  agents  arrived  to  see  Werner  Otto  von  Hentig 
in  Beirut.  Hentig  was  an  advisor  in  the  Ministry  of  Foreign 
Affairs;  at  the  beginning  of  1941  he  was  on  an  official  visit 
to  what  was  then  the  French  mandate  of  Febanon.  The  con¬ 
versation  must  have  been  similar  in  content  to  the  letter,  be¬ 
cause  Hentig  wrote: 

“In  Beirut  I  took  up  residence  in  the  ‘Hotel  Mo- 
nopol.’  [...]  The  most  extraordinary  delegation  came 
from  Palestine  itself  The  leader,  a  handsome  young  offi¬ 
cer  type,  offered  to  work  together  with  the  National  So¬ 
cialists  against  their  own  people,  especially  the  orthodox 
Zionists,  if  Hitler  would  agree  to  an  independent  Jewish 
Palestine.  ”  (p.  338f.) 

“I  could  only  respond  to  the  Jewish  delegation  that 
the  offer  of  cooperation  and  the  conditions  stated  could 


47  According  to  Brenner,  p.  267,  it  was  Stem  who  authorized  the  com¬ 
munication. 

48  For  the  full  text  of  this  historic  document,  see  Appendix. 
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never  be  accepted  out  of  consideration  for  our  Arab 
friends  and  our  general  principles.  ”  (p.  399) 

The  Irgun  letter,  written  in  German,  arrived  safely  in 
Germany,49  but  whether  a  German  reaction  followed  cannot 
be  ascertained  from  the  files. 


A  copy  of  this  letter  is  found  in  the  Politisches  Archiv  des  Auswar- 
tigen  Amtes,  Bonn  (PA/AA),  Nr.  E  234152-234158. 
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9.  Conclusion 


The  illegal  immigration  to  Palestine  continued  even 
after  the  war  ended,  until  the  founding  of  the  State  of  Israel 
in  1948,  because  the  British  kept  Palestine’s  borders  closed 
to  Jews.  In  the  decade  from  1938  to  1948,  over  a  hundred 
thousand  Jews  migrated  to  Palestine  illegally.50 

The  total  number  of  Jews  who  left  Germany  (and 
Austria)  after  1933  cannot  be  ascertained  statistically,  be¬ 
cause  there  was  no  counting  at  the  point  of  departure  or  at 
the  point  of  arrival.  Estimates  vary  from  100,000  and  537, 
000,  a  discrepancy  that  reflects  the  unreliability  of  those 
figures.51 

In  actual  fact,  all  figures  -  with  one  exception  -  re¬ 
main  guesswork,  and  refer  to  different  groups  and  times. 
There  are  no  reliable  figures  that  embrace  Jewish  emigra¬ 
tion  as  a  whole.  Some  authors  construe  it  as  confined  to 
emigration  from  Germany  within  its  pre-1938  borders.  Oth¬ 
ers  add  Austria  to  their  calculations.  Some  wish  to  focus 
exclusively  on  the  years  from  1933  to  1939,  although  it  is 
clear  that  emigration  continued  after  outbreak  of  war,  and 
that  illegal  emigration  to  Palestine  accelerated  in  1938. 


50  Nicosia,  p.  245. 

51  Rosenstock  attempts  to  shed  some  light  on  this  confusion  by  focus¬ 
ing  on  the  imponderables,  to  make  clear  that  all  figures  must  remain 
suppositions. 
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There  is  only  one  figure  that  derives  from  an  official 
German  source  that,  however,  is  rejected  by  all  establish¬ 
ment  authors  because  it  seems  too  high.  Interestingly,  this 
figure  appears  in  a  document  that  is  otherwise  highly  re¬ 
garded,  thanks  to  its  use  in  proving  the  German  plan  for 
“ Jewish  extermination the  “ Wannsee  Protocol. ”  All  in¬ 
formation  in  this  document  is  judged  credible  and  convinc¬ 
ing,  except  for  its  emigration  statistics. 

On  page  4  of  the  Protocol  the  following  figures  are 
given: 

“from  the  assumption  of  power  until  the  October 
31,  1941,  deadline,  altogether  around  537,000  Jews 
emigrated.  ” 

“From  January  30,  1933,  from  the  old  Reich, 
about  360,000 

From  March  15,  1938,  from  the  Ostmark  (Austria), 
about  147,  000 

From  March  15,  1939,  from  the  Protectorate  of 
Bohemia  and  Moravia,  about  30,000.  ” 

We  shall  not  question  the  authenticity  of  the  Protocols 
here,  nor  comment  on  the  significance  of  the  meeting  at  the 
Wannsee  villa,  which  has  recently  received  a  different  in¬ 
terpretation.  What  is  important  here  is  to  point  out  once 
again  the  tendency  of  establishment  historiography  arbitrar¬ 
ily  to  designate  certain  parts  of  a  document  as  authentic, 
while  rejecting  other  portions  as  inauthentic.  As  for  our  in¬ 
vestigation,  we  stand  by  our  statement  that  exact  emigration 
figures  are  not  available. 

About  a  quarter  to  a  third  of  the  emigrants  went  to 
Palestine,  a  third  to  European  countries  and  the  rest  over¬ 
seas,  especially  to  North  and  South  America. 

The  Haavara,  as  stated  at  the  beginning,  is  occasion¬ 
ally  mentioned  in  specialized  publications,  but  seldom  in 
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the  public  media.  The  Rublee-Wohlthat  agreement  is  practi¬ 
cally  unknown.  Most  Germans  are  certainly  well  informed 
about  the  ‘Holocaust’,  but  have  scarcely  heard  of  the  emi¬ 
gration  plan  that  enabled  the  large  majority  of  German  Jews 
to  depart  unmolested.  This  is  apparently  one  of  the  “truths 
undesirable  for  national  pedagogy,  ”  as  Walter  Hofer  once 
formulated  it. 

The  historian’s  task  will  always  be  to  swim  against 
the  stream  and  to  help  discover  truths  with  which  to  bring 
the  past  into  clear  focus. 
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Appendix 


Irgun’ s  Offer  to  Cooperate 

The  main  thrust  of  the  National  Military  Organization 
(NMO)  in  Palestine’s  (Irgun  Zevai  Leumi)  proposal  for 
solving  the  Jewish  question  in  Europe,  and  for  actively  par¬ 
ticipating  on  Germany’s  side  in  the  war. 

“Germany’s  leading  National  Socialist  statesmen 
have  in  comments  and  speeches  more  than  once  empha¬ 
sized  that  a  New  Order  in  Europe  requires  a  radical  so¬ 
lution  of  the  Jewish  question  through  evacuation 
(‘Judenreines  Europa  ’). 

The  evacuation  of  the  Jewish  masses  from  Europe 
is  a  prerequisite  for  solving  the  Jewish  question,  which  is 
possible  only  by  resettling  these  masses  in  the  homeland 
of  the  Jewish  people,  Palestine,  and  by  establishing  the 
Jewish  State  in  its  historic  boundaries. 

To  solve  the  Jewish  problem  in  this  way  and  once 
and  for  all  to  liberate  the  Jewish  people  is  the  aim  of  the 
political  activity  and  the  ongoing  struggle  of  the  Israeli 
freedom  movement,  the  National  Military  Organization 
in  Palestine  (Irgun  Zevai  Leumi). 

The  NMO,  which  knows  full  well  the  good  will  of 
the  Reich  government  and  its  authorities  toward  Zionist 
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activity  in  Germany  and  toward  Zionist  emigration 
plans,  is  of  the  opinion  that 

1.  a  commonality  of  interest  could  exist  between 
the  interests  of  a  new  order  in  Europe  according  to  the 
German  concept,  and  the  true  national  aspirations  of  the 
Jewish  people  as  they  are  embodied  by  the  NMO; 

2.  cooperation  between  the  new  Germany  and  a 
renewed  folkish-national  Jewry  would  be  possible;  and 

3.  the  establishment  of  the  historic  Jewish  state  on 
a  national  and  totalitarian  basis,  bound  by  treaty  with 
the  German  Reich,  would  be  in  the  interest  of  maintain¬ 
ing  and  strengthening  the  Germany's  future  position  as  a 
power  in  the  Near  East. 

Proceeding  from  these  considerations,  the  NMO  in 
Palestine,  under  the  condition  that  the  above-mentioned 
national  aspirations  of  the  Israeli  freedom  movement  be 
recognized  by  the  German  Reich,  offers  to  actively  take 
part  in  the  war  on  Germany ’s  side. 

This  offer  by  the  NMO,  which  could  include  activ¬ 
ity  in  the  military,  political  and  information  fields  in  Pal¬ 
estine  and,  after  certain  organizational  preparations, 
outside  Palestine,  would  be  linked  with  the  military 
training  and  organization  of  Jewish  manpower  in 
Europe,  under  the  leadership  and  command  of  the  NMO, 
in  military  units  that  would  play  a  combat  role  in  the 
conquest  of  Palestine,  should  that  become  a  front. 

The  indirect  participation  of  the  Israeli  freedom 
movement  in  the  New  Order  in  Europe,  already  in  the 
preparatory  stage,  in  connection  with  a  positive-radical 
solution  of  the  European  Jewish  problem  in  the  sense  of 
the  above-mentioned  national  aspirations  of  the  Jewish 
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people,  would  extraordinarily  strengthen  the  moral  basis 
of  the  New  Order  in  the  eyes  of  all  humanity. [52] 

The  cooperation  of  the  Israeli  Freedom  Movement 
would  be  in  line  with  the  last  speech  given  by  Chancellor 
Mr  Hitler,  that  he  would  employ  any  combination  and 
coalition  in  order  to  isolate  and  beat  England.  ” 


A  Brief  Overview  of  the  Origins,  Nature  and 
Activity  of  the  NMO  in  Palestine 

The  NMO  arose  in  part  out  of  the  Jewish  self-defense 
force  in  Palestine  and  the  Revisionist  movement  (New  Zi¬ 
onist  Organization),  with  which  the  NMO  remained  in  a 
loose  union  facilitated  by  Vladimir  Jabotinsky  until  his 
death. 

The  pro-English  attitude  of  the  revisionist  organiza¬ 
tion  in  Palestine  made  a  renewal  of  the  union  impossible, 
and  resulted  in  a  split  in  the  fall  of  that  year. 

The  aim  of  the  NMO  is  to  establish  the  Jewish  state 
within  its  historic  borders. 

In  contrast  to  all  other  Zionist  movements,  the  NMO 
rejects  infiltration  of  the  colony  as  the  only  means  of 
achieving  occupation  and  gradual  settlement  of  the  Father- 
land,  and  proclaims  as  its  motto  that  struggle  and  sacrifice 


52  This  rather  complicated  sentence,  put  in  clearer  language,  states: 
German  Jewish  politics,  i.e.,  the  expulsion  of  Jews  from  Germany,  is 
possibly  immoral  in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  It  would  gain  moral  justi¬ 
fication  if  through  this  expulsion  a  Jewish  state  came  into  being.  The 
results  justify  the  means,  or:  What  isn’t  permitted  for  the  Germans  is 
welcome  support  for  Jewish  nationalists  in  their  battle,  and  so  justi¬ 
fied. 
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are  the  only  true  means  by  which  to  conquer  and  liberate 
Palestine. 

Through  its  militant  character  and  its  anti-English  atti¬ 
tude,  and  because  of  the  constant  persecution  of  the  English 
administration,  the  NMO  was  forced  to  conduct  its  political 
activities  and  the  military  training  of  its  members  in  secret. 

The  NMO,  whose  terrorist  activity  had  already  begun 
in  the  fall  of  1936,  gained  prominence  in  the  summer  of 
1939,  after  the  English  White  Book  was  published,  through 
its  intensified  terrorist  attacks  and  sabotage  of  English 
property.  At  that  time  virtually  the  press  of  virtually  the  en¬ 
tire  world  reported  and  discussed  this  activity,  as  well  as  the 
[NMO’s]  daily  clandestine  radio  broadcasts.  Until  the  out¬ 
break  of  war,  the  NMO  maintained  independent  political  of¬ 
fices  in  Warsaw,  Paris,  London,  Geneva,  and  New  York. 

The  Warsaw  office  was  mainly  concerned  with  the 
military  organization  and  training  of  the  national  Zionist 
youth.  It  was  in  close  contact  with  the  Jewish  masses, 
which,  especially  in  Poland,  enthusiastically  followed  the 
NMO’s  struggle  in  Palestine  and  supported  it  in  every  way 
possible.  Two  newspapers  published  by  the  NMO  appeared 
in  Warsaw:  Die  Tat  and  Jerozalima  wseljona. 

The  Warsaw  office  also  maintained  close  contact  with 
the  pre-war  Polish  government  and  with  military  circles  that 
regarded  the  aims  of  the  NMO  with  interest  and  favor. 
Hence,  in  1939,  groups  of  NMO  members  traveled  from 
Palestine  to  Poland,  where  they  were  quartered  in  barracks 
and  their  military  training  perfected  under  Polish  officers. 

Negotiations  between  the  NMO  and  the  Polish  gov¬ 
ernment  in  Warsaw  aimed  at  actualizing  and  concretizing 
their  assistance  were  terminated  due  to  the  outbreak  of  the 
war.  Documentation  of  this  will  be  easy  to  find  in  the  ar¬ 
chives  of  the  pre-war  Polish  government. 
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In  its  worldview  and  structure  the  NMO  is  closely  re¬ 
lated  to  the  European  totalitarian  movements. 

The  ruthless  defense  measures  of  the  English  admini¬ 
stration,  the  Arabs,  and  the  Jewish  socialists  have  at  no  time 
sufficed  to  weaken  or  to  paralyze  the  NMO’s  fighting  abil¬ 
ity. 
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HOLOCAUST  Handbooks  —  The  Series  that  Makes  a  Difference! 

This  ambitious  series  of  scholarly  books  addresses  various  topics  of  the  so-called  Jewish  “Holocaust”  of 
the  WWII  era.  They  all  have  a  highly  critical,  if  not  skeptical  attitude  toward  the  commonly  held  views 
on  this  topic  and  are  usually  referred  to  as  “revisionist”  in  nature.  These  books  are  designed  to  have  the 
power  to  both  convince  the  common  reader  as  well  as  academics  in  this  field.  The  following  books  have 
appeared  so  far: 

Germar  Rudolf:  Lectures  on  the  Holocaust.  Controversial  Issues  Cross  Examined 

Between  1992  and  2005  German  scholar  Germar  Rudolf  has  lectured  to  various  audi¬ 
ences  about  the  Holocaust  in  the  light  of  new  findings.  Rudolf’s  sometimes  astounding 
facts  and  arguments  fell  on  fertile  soil  among  his  listeners,  as  they  were  presented  in  a 
very  sensitive  and  scholarly  way.  This  book  is  the  literary  version  of  Rudolf’s  lectures, 
enriched  with  the  most  recent  findings  of  historiography.  It  is  a  dialogue  between  the  lec¬ 
turer  and  the  reactions  of  the  audience.  Rudolf  introduces  the  most  important  arguments 
for  his  findings,  and  his  audience  reacts  with  supportive,  skeptical,  and  also  hostile  ques¬ 
tions.  The  Lectures  read  like  an  exciting  real-life  exchange  between  persons  of  various 
points  of  view.  The  usual  arguments  against  revisionism  are  addressed  and  refuted.  This 
book  resembles  an  entertaining  collection  of  answers  to  frequently  asked  questions  on  the 
Holocaust.  It  is  the  best  introduction  into  this  taboo  topic  for  both  readers  unfamiliar  with 
the  topic  and  for  those  wanting  to  know  more. 

2nd,  revised  edition,  500  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  indices,  $30.- 

Arthur  R.  Butz:  The  Hoax  of  the  Twentieth  Century 

With  this  book  Dr.  Butz,  Professor  of  Electrical  Engineering  and  Computer  Science, 
has  been  the  first  writer  to  treat  the  entire  Holocaust  complex  from  the  revisionist  perspec¬ 
tive  in  a  precise  scientific  manner.  The  Hoax  exhibits  the  overwhelming  force  of  historical 
and  logical  arguments  which  revisionism  had  accumulated  by  the  middle  of  the  1970s.  It 
was  the  first  book  published  in  the  US  which  won  for  revisionism  the  academic  dignity  to 
which  it  is  entitled.  It  continues  to  be  a  major  revisionist  reference  work,  frequently  cited 
by  prominent  personalities.  This  new  edition  comes  with  several  supplements  adding  new 
information  gathered  by  the  author  over  the  last  25  years.  It  is  a  “must  read”  for  every  revi¬ 
sionist  and  every  newcomer  to  the  issue  who  wants  to  leam  about  revisionist  arguments. 

506  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”  pb.,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $30.- 


G.  Rudolf  (ed.):  Dissecting  the  Holocaust.  The  Growing  Critique  of‘Tru 

Dissecting  the  Holocaust  applies  state-of-the-art  scientific  technique  and  classic  meth- 1 
ods  of  detection  to  investigate  the  alleged  murder  of  millions  of  Jews  by  Germans  during  I 
World  War  II.  In  22  contributions  of  each  ca.  30  pages,  the  17  authors  dissect  generally  I 
accepted  paradigms  of  the  “Holocaust.”  It  reads  as  exciting  as  a  crime  novel:  so  many  I 
lies,  forgeries,  and  deceptions  by  politicians,  historians,  and  scientists.  This  is  the  intel- 1 
lectual  adventure  of  the  21st  century.  Be  part  of  it! 

“There  is  at  present  no  other  single  volume  that  so  provides  a  serious  reader  with  ■ 
a  broad  understanding  of  the  contemporary  state  of  historical  issues  that  influential  ■ 
people  would  rather  not  have  examined.  ”  — Prof.  Dr.  A.  R.  Butz,  Evanston,  IL 

“Read  this  book  and  you  will  know  where  revisionism  is  today....  revisionism  has 
done  away  with  the  exterminationist  case.  ”  — Andrew  Gray,  The  Barnes  Review 

2“d,  revised  edition,  616  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $30.- 


Ingrid  Weckert:  Jewish  Emigration  from  the  Third  Reich 

Current  historical  writings  about  the  Third  Reich  paint  a  bleak  picture  regarding  its 
treatment  of  Jews.  Jewish  emigration  is  often  depicted  as  if  the  Jews  had  to  sneak  over  the 
German  borders,  leaving  all  their  possessions  behind.  The  truth  is  that  the  emigration  was 
welcomed  and  supported  by  the  German  authorities  and  occurred  under  constantly  in¬ 
creasing  pressure.  Weckert’s  booklet  elucidates  the  emigration  process  in  law  and  policy, 
thereby  augmenting  the  received  picture  of  Jewish  emigration  from  Germany. 

72  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  index,  $8.- 


Prices  do  not  include  postage;  for  postage  and  availability  see  www.BamesReview.org  or  write  to: 
TBR  Books,  The  Bames  Review,  P.O.  Box  15877,  Washington,  D.C.  20003 
For  deliveries  outside  of  America  see  also  www.HolocaustHandbooks.com 


Don  Heddesheimer:  The  First  Holocaust.  Jewish  Fund  Raising  Campaigns  With 
Holocaust  Claims  During  And  After  World  War  One 

Six  million  Jews  in  Europe  threatened  with  a  holocaust:  this  allegation  was  spread  by 
sources  like  The  New  York  Times  -  but  the  year  was  1919!  Don  Heddesheimer ’s  compact 
but  substantive  First  Holocaust  documents  post-WWI  propaganda  that  claimed  East  Eu¬ 
ropean  Jewry  was  on  the  brink  of  annihilation  (regularly  invoking  the  talismanic  six  mil¬ 
lion  figure);  it  details  how  that  propaganda  was  used  to  agitate  for  minority  rights  for  Jews 
in  Poland,  and  for  Bolshevism  in  Russia.  It  demonstrates  how  Jewish  fund-raising  opera¬ 
tions  in  America  raised  vast  sums  in  the  name  of  feeding  Polish  and  Russian  Jews,  then 
funneled  much  of  the  money  to  Zionist  and  Communist  “constructive  undertakings.” 

The  First  Holocaust  is  a  valuable  study  of  American  Jewish  institutional  operations  at 
a  fateful  juncture  in  Jewish  and  European  history,  an  incisive  examination  of  a  cunningly 
contrived  campaign  of  atrocity  and  extermination  propaganda  two  decades  before  the  al¬ 
leged  WWII  Holocaust  -  and  an  indispensable  addition  to  every  revisionist’s  library. 

144  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $10.- 

C.  Mattogno,  J.  Graf:  Treblinka.  Extermination  Camp  or  Transit  Camp? 

It  is  alleged  that  at  Treblinka  in  East  Poland  between  700,000  and  3,000,000  persons 
were  murdered  in  1942  and  1943.  The  weapons  used  were  said  to  have  been  stationary 
and/or  mobile  gas  chambers,  fast-acting  or  slow-acting  poison  gas,  unslaked  lime,  super¬ 
heated  steam,  electricity,  diesel  exhaust  fumes,  etc.  Holocaust  historians  alleged  that  bod¬ 
ies  were  piled  as  high  as  multi-storied  buildings  and  burned  without  a  trace,  using  little 
or  no  fuel  at  all.  Graf  and  Mattogno  have  now  analyzed  the  origins,  logic  and  technical 
feasibility  of  the  official  version  of  Treblinka.  On  the  basis  of  numerous  documents  they 
reveal  Treblinka’s  true  identity:  it  was  a  transit  camp.  Even  longtime  revisionism  buffs 
will  find  a  lot  that  is  new  in  this  book,  while  Graf’s  animated  style  guarantees  a  pleasant 
reading  experience.  The  original  testimony  of  witnesses  enlivens  the  reader,  as  does  the 
skill  with  which  the  authors  expose  the  absurdities  of  Holocaust  historiography. 

370  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $25.- 

J.  Graf,  T.  Kues,  C.  Mattogno:  Sobibor.  Holocaust  Propaganda  and  Reality 

Between  25,000  and  2,000,000  Jews  are  said  to  have  been  killed  in  gas  chambers  in 
the  Sobibor  camp  in  eastern  Poland  in  1942  and  1943.  The  corpses  were  allegedly  buried 
in  mass  graves  and  later  incinerated  on  pyres.  This  book  investigates  these  claims  and 
shows  that  they  are  not  based  on  solid  evidence,  but  on  the  selective  use  of  absurd  and 
contradictory  eye-witness  testimonies.  Archeological  surveys  of  the  camp  in  2000-2001 
are  analyzed,  with  fatal  results  for  the  extermination  camp  hypothesis.  The  book  also 
thoroughly  documents  the  general  NS  policy  toward  Jews,  which  never  included  an  ex¬ 
termination  plan. 

434  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $25.- 
C.  Mattogno:  Belzec  in  Propaganda,  Testimonies,  Archeological  Research, 
and  History 

Witnesses  report  that  at  least  600,000,  if  not  as  many  as  three  million  Jews  were  mur¬ 
dered  in  the  Belzec  camp,  located  in  eastern  Poland,  between  1941  and  1942.  Various 
murder  weapons  are  claimed  to  have  been  used:  diesel  gas  chambers;  unslaked  lime  in 
trains;  high  voltage;  vacuum  chambers.  According  to  witnesses,  the  corpses  were  inciner¬ 
ated  on  huge  pyres  without  leaving  any  traces.  For  those  who  know  the  stories  about  Tre¬ 
blinka  this  all  sounds  too  familiar.  The  author  therefore  restricted  this  study  to  the  aspects 
which  are  different  and  new  compared  to  Treblinka,  but  otherwise  refers  the  reader  to  his 
Treblinka  book.  The  development  of  the  official  image  portrait  about  Belzec  is  explained 
and  subjected  to  a  thorough  critique.  In  contrast  to  Treblinka,  forensic  drillings  and  exca¬ 
vations  were  performed  in  the  late  1 990s  in  Belzec,  the  results  of  which  are  explained  and 
critically  reviewed.  These  findings,  together  with  the  absurd  claims  by  “witnesses,”  refute 
the  thesis  of  an  extermination  camp. 

138  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $15.- 
Prices  do  not  include  postage;  for  postage  and  availability  see  www.BamesReview.org  or  write  to: 

TBR  Books,  The  Bames  Review,  P.O.  Box  15877,  Washington,  D.C.  20003 

For  deliveries  outside  of  America  see  also  www.HolocaustHandbooks.com 


J.  Graf,  C.  Mattogno:  Concentration  Camp  Majdanek 

Little  research  had  been  directed  toward  the  concentration  camp  Majdanek  in  central 
Poland,  even  though  it  is  claimed  that  up  to  a  million  Jews  were  murdered  there.  The 
only  information  available  is  discredited  Polish  Communists  propaganda.  This  glaring  re¬ 
search  gap  has  finally  been  filled.  After  exhaustive  research  of  primary  sources,  Mattogno 
and  Graf  created  a  monumental  study  which  expertly  dissects  and  repudiates  the  myth 
of  homicidal  gas  chambers  at  Majdanek.  They  also  critically  investigated  the  legendary 
mass  executions  of  Jews  in  tank  trenches  (“Operation  Harvest  Festival”)  and  prove  them 
groundless.  The  authors’  investigations  lead  to  unambiguous  conclusions  about  the  camp 
which  are  radically  different  from  the  official  theses.  Again  they  have  produced  a  standard 
and  methodical  investigative  work,  which  authentic  historiography  cannot  ignore. 

2nd  ed.,  320  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  &  color  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $25.- 


G.  Rudolf,  C.  Mattogno:  Auschwitz  Lies.  Legends,  Lies,  and  Prejudices  on  the  Holocaust 

“French  biochemist  G.  Wellers  exposed  the  Leuchter  Report  as  fallacious”  -  he  ex¬ 
posed  only  his  own  grotesque  incompetence.  “Polish  researcher  Prof.  J.  Markiewicz 
proved  with  analysis  that  Zyklon  B  was  used  in  the  gas  chambers  of  Auschwitz”  -  Mar¬ 
kiewicz  fabricated  his  results.  “Chemist  Dr.  Richard  Green  showed  that  the  revisionists’ 
chemical  arguments  are  flawed”  -  Green  actually  had  to  admit  that  the  revisionists  are 
right.  “Prof.  Zimmerman  proved  that  the  crematories  in  Auschwitz  could  cremate  all  vic¬ 
tims  of  the  claimed  mass  murder.”  -  as  an  accountant,  Zimmerman  proved  only  his  lack 
of  knowledge.  “Profs.  M.  Shermer  and  A.  Grobman  refuted  the  entire  array  of  revisionist 
arguments”  -  they  merely  covered  a  tiny  fraction  of  revisionist  arguments,  and  botched 
their  attempt  at  refutation.  “Keren,  McCarthy,  and  Mazal  found  the  ‘Holes  of  Death’ 
proving  the  existence  of  the  Auschwitz  gas  chambers”  -  they  twisted  evidence  to  support 
their  case  and  suppressed  facts  refuting  it.  These  and  other  untruths  are  treated  in  this  book  and  exposed  for 
what  they  really  are:  political  lies  created  to  ostracize  dissident  historians  and  to  keep  the  entire  western  world 
in  merciless  Holocaust  servitude. 

398  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  index,  $25.- 


F.  Leuchter,  R.  Faurisson:  G.  Rudolf,  The  Leuchter  Reports.  Critical  Edition 

Between  1988  and  1991,  American  expert  on  execution  technologies  Fred  Leuchter 
wrote  four  expert  reports  addressing  the  question  whether  or  not  the  Third  Reich  oper¬ 
ated  homicidal  gas  chambers.  The  first  report  on  Auschwitz  and  Majdanek  became  world 
famous.  Based  on  chemical  analysis  of  wall  samples  and  on  various  technical  arguments, 

Leuchter  concluded  that  the  locations  investigated  “could  not  have  then  been,  or  now,  be 
utilized  or  seriously  considered  to  function  as  execution  gas  chambers.”  In  subsequent 
years,  this  first  Leuchter  Report  was  the  target  of  much  criticism,  some  of  it  justified.  This 
edition  republishes  the  unaltered  text  of  all  four  reports  and  accompanies  the  first  one  with 
critical  notes  and  research  updates,  backing  up  and  supporting  those  of  Leuchter ’s  claims 
that  are  correct,  and  correcting  those  that  are  inaccurate  or  false. 

227  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  $22.- 


G.  Rudolf  (ed.):  Auschwitz :  Plain  Facts.  A  Response  to  Jean-Claude  Pressac 

French  pharmacist  Jean-Claude  Pressac  tried  to  refute  revisionists  with  their  own 
technical  methods.  For  this  he  was  praised  by  the  mainstream,  and  they  proclaimed  vic¬ 
tory  over  the  revisionists.  In  Auschwitz:  Plain  Facts  Pressac’s  works  are  subjected  to 
a  detailed  critique.  Although  Pressac  deserves  credit  for  having  made  accessible  many 
hitherto  unknown  documents,  he  neither  adhered  to  scientific  nor  to  formal  standards 
when  interpreting  documents:  He  made  claims  that  he  either  could  not  prove  or  which 
contradict  the  facts;  documents  do  not  state  what  he  claims  they  do;  he  exhibits  massive 
technical  incompetence,  and  he  ignores  important  arguments.  Auschwitz:  Plain  Facts  is 
a  must  read  for  all  those  who  want  to  argue  against  the  lies  and  half  truth  of  established 
historiography. 

197  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $20.- 
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Jurgen  Graf:  The  Giant  with  Feet  of  Clay.  Raut  HUberg  and  his  Standard  Work  on  the 
“Holocaust” 

Raul  Hilberg’s  major  work  The  Destruction  of  European  Jewry  is  generally  considered 
the  standard  work  on  the  Holocaust.  The  critical  reader  might  ask:  what  evidence  does 
Hilberg  provide  to  back  his  thesis  that  there  was  a  German  plan  to  exterminate  Jews,  to 
be  carried  out  in  the  legendary  gas  chambers?  And  what  evidence  supports  his  estimate 
of  5.1  million  Jewish  victims?  Jurgen  Graf  applies  the  methods  of  critical  analysis  to 
Hilberg’s  evidence  and  examines  the  results  in  the  light  of  revisionist  historiography.  The 
results  of  Graf’s  critical  analysis  are  devastating  for  Hilberg.  Graf’s  Giant  With  Feet  of 
Clay  is  the  first  comprehensive  and  systematic  examination  of  the  leading  spokesperson 
for  the  orthodox  version  of  the  Jewish  fate  during  the  Third  Reich. 

128  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $11.- 


Germar  Rudolf:  The  Rudolf  Report.  Expert  Report  on  Chemical  and  Technical  Aspects  of 
the  ‘Gas  Chambers’  of  Auschwitz 

In  1988,  Fred  Leuchter,  American  expert  for  execution  technologies,  investigated  the 
alleged  gas  chambers  of  Auchwitz  and  Majdanek  and  concluded  that  they  could  i 
functioned  as  claimed.  Ever  since,  Leuchter ’s  claims  have  been  massively  criticized.  In 
1993,  Rudolf,  a  researcher  from  a  prestigious  German  Max-Planck-Institute,  published  a 
thorough  forensic  study  about  the  alleged  gas  chambers  of  Auschwitz  which  irons  out  the 
deficiencies  and  discrepancies  of  the  Leuchter  Report. 

The  Rudolf  Report  is  the  first  English  edition  of  this  sensational  scientific  work.  It 
analyzes  all  existing  evidence  on  the  Auschwitz  gas  chambers.  The  conclusions  are  quite 
clear:  The  alleged  gas  chambers  of  Auschwitz  could  not  have  existed.  In  the  appendix, 

Rudolf  describes  his  unique  persecution. 

455  pp.  5%”x8!4”,  b/w  &  color  ill.,  bibl.,  index;  pb.  or  hardcover,  $33.- 


Carlo  Mattogno:  Special  Treatment  in  Auschwitz.  Origin  and  Meaning  of  a  Term 

When  appearing  in  German  wartime  documents,  terms  like  “special  treatment,”  “spe¬ 
cial  action,”  and  others  have  been  interpreted  as  code  words  signifying  the  murder  of 
inmates.  While  the  term  “special  treatment”  in  many  such  documents  did  indeed  tr 
execution,  the  term  need  not  always  have  had  that  meaning  in  German  records.  This  book 
is  the  most  thorough  study  of  this  textual  problem  to  date.  Publishing  and  interpreting  nu-  i 
merous  such  documents  about  Auschwitz  -  many  of  them  hitherto  unknown  -  Mattogno  I 
shows  that,  while  “special”  had  many  different  meanings,  not  a  single  one  meant  “ex 
tion.”  This  important  study  demonstrates  that  the  practice  of  deciphering  an  alleged  “code 
language”  by  assigning  homicidal  meaning  to  harmless  documents  is  no  longer  tenable 
151  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $15.- 

C.  Mattogno:  The  Bunkers  of  Auschwitz.  Black  Propaganda  vs.  History 

The  so-called  “Bunkers”  at  Auschwitz  are  claimed  to  have  been  the  first  homicidal  gas  cham¬ 
bers  at  Auschwitz  specifically  equipped  for  this  purpose  in  early  1942.  With  the  help  of  original 
German  wartime  files,  this  study  shows  that  these  “Bunkers”  never  existed;  how  the  rumors 
about  them  evolved  as  black  propaganda  created  by  resistance  groups  within  the  camp;  how 
this  propaganda  was  transformed  into  ‘reality’  by  historians;  and  how  material  evidence  (aerial 
photography  and  archeological  research)  confirms  the  publicity  character  of  these  rumors. 

264  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $20.- 

Carlo  Mattogno,  Auschwitz:  The  Central  Construction  Office 

Based  upon  mostly  unpublished  German  wartime  documents  from  Moscow  archives,  this 
study  describes  the  history,  organization,  tasks,  and  procedures  of  the  Central  Construction 
Office  of  the  Waffen-SS  and  Police  Auschwitz.  Despite  a  huge  public  interest  in  the  camp,  next 
to  nothing  was  really  known  about  this  office,  which  was  responsible  for  the  planning  and  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Auschwitz  camp  complex,  including  those  buildings  in  which  horrendous  mass 
slaughter  is  erroneously  said  to  have  occurred. 
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Carlo  Mattogno:  Auschwitz:  The  First  Gassing.  Rumor  and  Reality 

The  first  gassing  of  human  beings  in  Auschwitz  is  claimed  to  have  occurred  on  Sept.  3, 1941, 
in  a  basement  room.  The  accounts  reporting  it  are  the  archetypes  for  all  later  gassing  accounts. 

This  study  analyzes  all  available  sources  about  this  alleged  event.  It  shows  that  these  sources 
contradict  each  other  in  location,  date,  preparations,  victims,  etc.,  rendering  it  impossible  to 
extract  a  consistent  story.  Original  wartime  documents  inflict  a  final  blow  to  the  tale  of  the  first 
homicidal  gassing. 

157  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $16.-  L 

C.  Mattogno:  Auschwitz:  Crematorium  I  and  the  Alleged  Homicidal  Gassings  I 

The  morgue  of  Crematorium  I  in  Auschwitz  is  claimed  to  have  been  the  first  homicidal  gas  I 
chamber  in  that  camp.  This  study  thoroughly  investigates  all  accessible  statements  by  witnesses  I 
and  analyzes  hundreds  of  wartime  documents  in  order  to  accurately  write  a  history  of  that  build- 1 
ing.  Mattogno  proves  that  its  morgue  was  never  used  as  a  homicidal  gas  chamber,  nor  could  it 
have  served  as  such. 

138  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $18.- 

Carlo  Mattogno:  Auschwitz:  Open  Air  Incinerations 

Hundreds  of  thousands  of  corpses  of  minder  victims  are  claimed  to  have  been  incinerated  in 
deep  ditches  in  Auschwitz.  This  book  examines  the  testimonies  and  establishes  whether  these 
claims  were  technically  possible.  Using  air  photo  evidence,  physical  evidence  as  well  as  war¬ 
time  documents,  the  author  shows  that  these  claims  are  untrue. 

132  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $12.- 

Jurgen  Graf,  Carlo  Mattogno:  Concentration  Camp  Stutthof  audits 

Function  in  National  Socialist  Jewish  Policy 

The  concentration  camp  at  Stutthof  near  Danzig  in  western  Prussia  has  never  before  been 
scientifically  investigated  by  Western  historians.  Polish  authors  officially  sanctioned  by  their 
Communist  government  long  maintained  that  Stutthof  was  converted  to  an  “auxiliary  extermi¬ 
nation  camp”  in  1 944  with  the  mission  to  murder  Jews.  This  book  subjects  this  concept  to  rigor¬ 
ous  critical  investigation  based  on  literature  and  documents  from  various  archives.  It  shows  that 
extermination  claims  contradict  reliable  sources. 

2nd  ed.,  128  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  &  color  ill.,  bibl.,  index,  $15.- 

Carlo  Mattogno:  Auschwitz:  The  Case  for  Sanity 

Because  Jewish  theologian  Deborah  Lipstadt  had  called  British  historian  David  Irving  a 
“Holocaust  denier,”  he  sued  her  for  libel.  In  her  defense  Lipstadt  presented  Prof.  Robert  van 
Pelt  as  an  expert  to  refute  revisionist  assertions  about  Auschwitz.  Ever  since  van  Pelt  has  been  1 
praised  as  the  defeater  of  revisionism  and  foremost  expert  on  Auschwitz.  This  book  is  the  re 
visionist  response  to  Prof,  van  Pelt.  It  shows  that  van  Pelt’s  study  is  “neither  a  scholarly  nc 
a  historical  work;  it  is  only  a  biased  journalistic  assemblage  of  poorly  understood  and  poorly  | 
interpreted  historical  sources.”  This  is  a  book  of  prime  political  and  scholarly  importance! 

2  Vols.,  756  pp.  total  (Vol.  I:  366  pp.;  Vol.  II:  390  pp.)  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  glossary,  bibl.,  index,  $45.- 


In  Preparation: 

Carlo  Mattogno:  Healthcare  in  Auschwitz 

An  overview  of  the  vast  measures  taken  by  the  Auschwitz  camp  authorities  to  save  the  lives  of  their  inmates.  Irrefut¬ 
ably  proven  facts,  incredible  only  for  those  who  still  believe  in  the  establishment  version. 

ca.  350  pp.  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  bibl.,  index 

Carlo  Mattogno:  The  Crematory  Ovens  of  Auschwitz 

An  exhaustive  technical  study  of  the  “core”  buildings  of  the  alleged  “Holocaust”  -  and  a  refutation  of  mass  murder 
claims  based  upon  false  concepts  of  those  crematoria. 

2  Vols.,  ca.  1,000  pp.  total  (Vol.  I:  550  pp.;  Vol.  II:  350  pp.)  pb.,  6”x9”,  b/w  ill.,  glossary,  bibl.,  index 
Carlo  Mattogno:  Chelmno.  Myth  and  Reality 

An  overview  of  the  mostly  unsubstantiated  claims  and  their  juxtaposition  to  provable  facts  about  this  camp  were 
thousands  are  said  to  have  been  murdered  mostly  by  noxious  exhaust  gases  in  trucks. 
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